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Nationalist comment 


AT 


Britain 1987: 
E brutal reality 


uite extraordinary article appeared in 
The a eee Express of February 22nd. 
Written by Britain’s senior policeman, 
Metropolitan Commissioner Sir Kenneth 
Newman, the article was headed ‘When it 
may be wiser for officers to hold off’. Sir 
Kenneth’s message, though wrapped up in 
the usual mandatory quota of establishment 
waffle, was clear to all with the ability to read 
and think: special methods of policing must 
be used when dealing with crime among black 
people, which must differ from those used 
when the criminals are white; black and 
white, in other words, are not to be equal in 
the eyes of the law. 

““No-one,”” Sir Kenneth said in the article, 
“will entertain the fancy that we can enforce 
the law in Brixton or Tottenham in the same 
style and manner that we use in Hampstead or 
Finchley. 

“The difference,” he continued, ‘‘lies 
between an area where almost all the people 
are friendly and supportive, and one which 
simmers with barely repressed hostility and 
where the most trivial incident can detonate a 
violent explosion. ”” 

Sir Kenneth went on to say that, although 
the fundamental purpose of policing had not 
changed since the Police Act of 1829, the 
society served by the police had changed 


SPEARHEAD 


drastically. Even at the end of the Second 


World War, he said, *“we were a relatively 
homogeneous society. By historical 


- standards quite suddenly, we have become a 


multi-ethnic, multi-cultural country.”” 

The consequences of this change for polic- 
ing was then spelled out loud and clear: 
“What this means is that law-enforcement 


- and peace-keeping cannot always be regarded 


as synonymous or complementary. There are 
times and places where the two aims conflict 
and a choice has to be made, at least in the 
short term, usually by the uniformed officer 


on the spot. 


“*I have made it clear,” he said, ‘‘that for 
an officer to arrest a man on, say, a crowded 
inner city street, where the incident might 
Cause an eruption of public disorder, may not 
be intelligent; may not be wise; and may be 
self-defeating.”” 

As if anticipating the hackles rising in the 
reader of these words, Sir Kenneth then went 
on to attempt a soporific: “‘It is not a question 
of ‘soft’ policing or retreating from law- 


enforcement. It is a question of tactical sense 


and social awareness. 

“I have said before that I do not believe the 
public will accept different standards of law- 
enforcement in different parts of the capital; 
but the methods we use must take account of 
different conditions if we are to succeed.”” 

It would seem here that in the mind of Sir 
Kenneth ‘‘different standar 
‘*methods’’ which ‘‘must take account of 
different conditions’’ are not the same thing. 
Aren’t they? We shall see as we read on. 

To the proposition that ‘‘law-enforcement 
and peace-keeping cannot always be regarded 
as Synonymous or complementary”” and that 
““there are times and places where the two 
aims conflict and a choice has to be made”” 
there can only be one possible interpretation: 
Sir Kenneth is saying that the enforcement of 
the law should be suspended when those 
affected, together with their friends and 
neighbours, threaten to start a riot. Criminals 
should be arrested if they are peaceful and 
submissive and are prepared to come quietly; 
where they are not, the arrests should not be 
made. 

Sir Kenneth would of course hasten to deny 
this by saying that such criminals would be 
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and- 


NEWMAN 
Favours 

surrender 
to violence 


arrested, but at koa dieas arid time when 
the threat of riot was not present. This, 
however, is a clear admission that police are 
going to seek to carry out arrests of criminals, 
not in the manner that provides the best 
chance of such arrests being made 
effectively, but in the manner that will 
minimise the risk of the fury of the street mob. 
If this is to be the case, it means, firstly, that 
in some cases the possibility of the arrest is 
going to be reduced, the criminal being given 
more time and opportunity to escape and hide 
himself, and, secondly, that police resources 
required for the making of the arrest are going 
to be. further extended in terms of time and 
possibly manpower as well. Where the man to 
be arrested is present and within reach, but the 
police desist from arresting him because a riot 
might ensue, it is going to require one more, 
and possibly more than one more, police 
operation to effect that arrest — all of which 
costs more public money and imposes a 
further strain on police resources. 

And often it could be that, when the time 
and place are right for the making of the arrest 
peacefully, the evidence needed to convict 
the criminal is no longer available. Suppos- 
ing, as is so in many cases, the offence is 
possession of drugs, what is the good of post- 
poning the arrest till another time and place if, 
when the occasion arises, the criminal no 
longer has the drugs on him? 

Sir Kenneth is at pains to assure us that 
black criminals in inner city ghettoes are as 
liable to law-enforcement as white criminals 
involved in the same offences but only that 
the methods of law-enforcement will differ. 
To this we would say that there is only one 
acceptable method of law-enforcement and 


‘that is the most efficient method, consistent 


with normal citizens’ rights, which should of 
course be the same for all people. No other 
criteria should be allowed to apply. Quite 
obviously, the methods of enforcement of the 
law prescribed by London’s chief of police as 
applying to blacks in areas of high riot poten- 
tial are going to result in a considerable 
decline in efficiency, in the rate of crime 
detection and in the cost-effectiveness of 
policing. This is going to mean that the 
average black criminal will stand a lesser 
chance of being arrested and convicted than 
will the average white one. Therefore there 
will be, in effect, different standards of law- 
enforcement, notwithstanding Sir Kenneth’s 
protestations to the contrary. 

This policy in fact amounts to an act of 
surrender to force majeure, and it places on a 
new level of immunity to law-enforcement 


‘members of any section of the community 


disposed to attack the police violently if the 
law is applied to them. 

It means that the most violent and least law- 
abiding sections of the community, and the 
ones least willing to co-operate with the 
police, stand a lesser chance of arrest and 


conviction in relation to the volume of crime 
committed than the most peaceful, lawful and 
co-operative. What a pass we have reached! 

At another point in his article Sir Kenneth 
did hint at the difficulty in which the police 
were placed when he said, speaking of the 
problems of law-enforcement in ghetto 
areas: ““Police action cannot get to the root of 
these problems; our duties are to enforce the 
law and keep the peace.”” To an extent, this is 
a ‘cop-out’ (if the pun may be forgiven) in as 
much as it hands the buck over to the politic- 
ians who have created the environment in 
which police forces like those in Inner 
London have to operate, and says to them: 
** You are the ones who are responsible for the 
problem; we are just the ones who have to live 
with it!” There is of course a measure of truth 
in this, but that truth surely stands as a 
damning indictment of the whole policy of 
turning Britain into what Sir Kenneth calls **a 
multi-ethnic, multi-cultural country.’’ 

It says, in effect, that the price we must 
now pay for the alleged benefits of multi- 
racialism — benefits of which our rulers and 
the mass media are daily at frantic pains to 
assure us — is to have large slices of the urban 
areas of our country subjected to conditions 
where the police cannot function properly 
because of not having the local community on 
their side! 

To many millions of British people, albeit 
millions who have no voice in the nation’s 
affairs because that voice has been system- 
atically silenced, this price is much too high. 

But Sir Kenneth himelf cannot be allowed 
to get off the hook quite so easily. He is one of 
those public servants on whom the powers 
that be must depend to run the country and 
carry out their policies. Were he, and those 
similarly placed, not to give their co-operat- 
ion to those powers that be, the policies could 
not in fact be carried out because the country 
would have become ungovernable. If Sir 
Kenneth feels inwardly that the police have 
been placed in an impossible situation by the 
imposition of the conditions of a ‘‘multi- 
ethnic, multi-cultural country’’ upon them, 
he should stand up and say so. Silence on the 
part of one so influentially placed in society as 
he is is far less excusable than silence on the 
part of the ordinary man in the street. 

Instead, Sir Kenneth reveals himself as 
nothing better than a collaborator, covering 
up his tracks with verbal inanities such as 
““social awareness’’. Just what can ‘‘social 
awareness’ in the context that he has used it 
possibly mean? Only an acceptance that 
different sections of society must be treated 
differently by the law — an acceptance that is 
implicit in all he says in his article, stren- 
uously though he would claim otherwise. 

This is the brutal reality of Britain 1987. 
This is the brave new world that our rulers 
have created. This is the legacy of the ‘liberal- 
democracy’ for which legions of brave men of 
two generations and more are supposed to 
have fought! 


Why has Leyland gone Dutch? 


Trying to make sense out of current events 
as they are explained to us by our rulers and 
bought journalists is like trying to square the 
proverbial circle. By no conceivable standard 
of logic do these events correspond to the 
‘official’ interpretation of them. But of course 
in an age when conspiracy is rife throughout 


LEYLAND TRUCKS 
Take-over by Dutch probably determined 
by politics 


public affairs, and nothing is ever quite what 
it is described as being, this should not be 
cause for any surprise. 

Last month, Leyland, one of the few 
remaining  British-owned motor truck 
manufacturers in this country, was merged 
with the Dutch company DAF under an agree- 
ment which gives the Dutch a 60 per-cent 
holding and therefore effective control. Ford 
trucks, as everyone will know, belongs to the 
American parent company of that name. 
Bedford is part of the American-owned 
General Motors corporation. Not along ago, 
ERF and Foden trucks also passed into 
American ownership. 

Why then did Leyland have to be sold to the 
Dutch? Because, according to government 
and its supporters in Fleet Street, Leyland has 
been costing the British taxpayer £1'2 million 
a week and this burden must be lifted. But it is 
estimated that around 22,000 workers will be 
made redundant, directly or indirectly, by the 
rationalisation process that DAF will be 
carrying out following the merger. When dole 
and social security payments needed to keep 
these workers in idleness are taken into 
account, the cost to the nation will be not far 
short of cancelling out that saving, if it does 
not exceed it. 

Was there then an alternative? Very 
certainly there was. To become profitable, 
Leyland needed a massive expansion of 
production and sales. The official pronounce- 
ment was that with the motor truck industry 
throughout Europe operating at 40 per-cent 
over-capacity there was no chance of such 
expansion being achieved. This is in fact 
nonsense; it could have been achieved by the 
simple device of protecting the British home 
market against imported motor trucks and 
giving the business now enjoyed by our 
foreign competitors over to British producers, 
including of course Leyland. Our government 
could, at any time it wished, act to introduce 
such protection, but it refuses to do so. 

Seeing one after another British industrial 
concern pass under foreign ownership. in 
circumstances where the economic 
wherewithal was easily available for the 
preservation of those concerns under British 
ownership, one cannot do other than come to 
the conclusion that the decisions leading to 
these take-overs are determined, not by 
economics, but by politics. It seems a polit- 
ical aim that national economies will be 
progressively merged into a world economy, 
and that, as part of that, a large part of the 
manufacturing capacity of Britain, together 


with the industrial independence of Britain, 
will be gradually destroyed. If millions have 
to be thrown on to the scrapheap of unem- 
ployment to achieve this, then so be it. 
Nothing must stand in the way of the drive 
towards a one-world economic order, which 
of course is intended to be the instrument of a 
one-world political order, under which 
nations like Britain will have the status of 
mere counties. 

We believe that this is the true motive 
behind the sell-out of Leyland, just as with the 
sell-out of Westland Helicopters last year — a 
motive concealed, as always, by a smoke- 
screen of economic gobbledygook that does 
not stand up to five minutes’ serious examin- 
ation. 


The wimp explosion 


An American lady tennis star has caused 
quite a few ruffled feelings in this country by 
stating her view that she found Englishmen 
effeminate. Whether she intended to exclude 
Welshmen, Scots and Northern Irishmen 
from this observation is not certain, but her 
comments provoked quite a number of angry 
letters in newspapers defending the British 
male. 

It would be very comforting for us to 
dismiss such a statement as being one based 
on observation of a tiny and unrepresentative 
minority, perhaps just the flannelled fools 
who are to be found around tennis courts, but 
that would be to gloss over what might be an 
alarming national problem. 

Our own observation is that this country is 
today breeding an unacceptably large number 
of young men who, even if sexually normal, 
do not exactly exude the finest masculine 
qualities. This is particularly noticeable in the 
upper and middle classes but the tendency is 
not entirely absent lower down in the social 
scale. 

The type is easily recognisable. There is 
the poor physique, the pallid and flaccid 
countenance, the unmanly bearing, the limp 
handshake and the weak, almost castrated 
voice that could at times almost be mistaken 
for a female one. Seeing so many of these 
specimens about nowadays, one is inclined to 
shudder at the thought of what it portends for 
the future of this country. | 

Is the tendency genetic, and therefore 
incurable? Mostly not. Genetic factors do 
probably play some part, but the main cause. 
of the malady is the type of environment in 
which increasing numbers of young men 
grow up. From the cradle, they live in a 
climate of softening influences which 
discourage the development of manhood. All 
around them is the spirit of “unisex” — in the 
schools, in the universities and through the 
mass of infantile pap they absorb from the 
media. ‘Pop’ music idols they are taught to 
look up to are mostly prancing pansies, a 
large number of them with sexual disorient- 
ation problems. The drug culture, which 
thrives in universities under the ultra-liberal 
conditions prevailing there plays its part too. 
And the ‘anti-hero’ type much in fashion in 
today’s films creates a model many young 
males are only too ready to emulate. 

Schools are being pressured to discourage 
the tougher sports, particularly boxing, and 
there are now influences against competitive 


Contd. on page 20. 
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SOCIALISM ‘EXHAUSTED’ 


IVOR BENSON points to the end of the road for the 


‘dotty left’ 


Reproduced with acknowledgements to 
-BEHIND THE NEWS, obtainable in the UK 
from: PO Box 29, Sudbury, Suffolk CO10 
GEF. 

THERE NEVER WAS a time when more 
time and energy were expended in report- 
ing the news, yet some of the world?s 
biggest and most important news stories 
somehow never get into the newspapers. In 
fact, the bigger the story, the less chance it 
has of even being noticed. For example, 
when is it going to be fully made public that 
socialism is being allowed to fade out 
slowly, just like the Cheshire Cat in Lewis 
Carroll’s charming story, leaving only the 
name and the memory that it was some- 
thing which people did once believe? 

A reader in Queensland, Australia, has sent 
us the transcript of a speech by a leading polit- 
ician in that country which reads like a 
thoroughly authoritative post-mortem report 
on socialism. The speaker was Mr. Robert 
Carr, Minister of Planning and Environment 
in the New South Wales Labour Government, 
and he was addressing the Australian Fabian 
Society. A Labour Government is almost by 
definition a socialist government and the 
Fabian Society is part of an organisation 


which had its origin in Britain last century and 
has always been regarded as the world’s 
leading socialist intellectual power house. 

But what Robert Carr had to say is so self- 
evidently true that his qualifications hardly 
matter. Here are just a few quotes from his 
speech:- 


@ The salient characteristic of socialism is its lack 
of popular support. 

O This is true of the USSR where, as one observer 
has written, it is impossible to inject a discussion 
of Marxism-Leninism into a conversation with 
ordinary people without generating explosions of 
disbelief. 


@ It is also true in Western democracies, Australia 

_ being no exception. 

@ Socialism in the West is discredited, tarnished for 
ever by its association with Marxism-Leninism. 


@ We engage in an endless tug-of-war for possess- 
ion of the term ‘socialism’ with such lovely types 
as Pol Pot, the Baathist party of Iraq and General 
Jaruzelski. Well, my view is let them have it. 

O As an advertising man might put it, there are 
fundamental image problems. They seem as 
fundamental now as in the early Sixties, when 
British Fabian tracts were embellished with the 
Slogan ‘Socialism in the Sixties’ and showed a 
tortoise crawling forward. We’re in the Eighties 
and there’s been no mass conversion. The tortoise 
has not advanced...no, given Thatcher’s privat- 
isation and rolling back of union power, we’d 
have to show him going backward. 


@ The Italian Communist Party has referred to the 
‘exhaustion of the ideas unleashed by the 
October 1917 coup d'etat in Russia.”” Exhaustion 
is not a bad term to apply in 1986, not just to 
Marxism-Leninism but to socialism. (Robert 
Carr). 


Our comment: The only people today who 
believe in and behave like socialist true 
believers are human dregs, a few of them in 
the trade unions and very many in municipal 
politics. These in Britain are described as 
Labour Party ‘militants’ and ‘loony left’. 
Socialism has done its dirty work, but the 
power structures it set up, including the 
Communist states, remain intact. 

Nor of course can we expect an early 
collapse of the innumerable smaller institut- 
ions to which the socialist gospel has given 
rise, the ‘Labour’ and other groups which still 
cling to the word ‘socialist’, including even 
the Fabian Society; all these are now like ring- 
barked trees, doomed to die slowly so that 
their departure will hardly be noticed. 

Recent puzzling changes in the Soviet 
Union, Gorbachev’s ‘new look’ reforms, 
etc., and Peking’s restrained response to 
Student disorders in Peking and Shanghai, 
could have something to do with the ‘exhaust- 
ion’ of ideas which once worked like a 
powerful drug on the minds of the educated. 


‘SOCIALISM’: ITS TRUE 
NATURE AND MISSION 


JOHN TYNDALL follows up the preceding article 


IVOR BENSON, in speaking in the fore- 
going article of the ‘exhaustion’ of social- 
ism, was highlighting a development of 
profound political importance. ‘‘Social- 
ism,”” as he observed, ‘‘is being allowed to 
fade out slowly, just like the Cheshire Cat 
in Lewis Carroll’s charming story, leaving 
only the name and the memory that it was 
something which people did once believe. >” 

But what Mr. Benson means here can never 
fully be understood unless we realise 
precisely what is this ‘socialism’ that has 
exercised so great a hold on millions of people 
over the past century or so. ‘Socialism’ is not, 
and never has been, a spontaneous revolt of 
the masses against the tyranny of capital; 
‘socialism’ is, and always has been, a 
creature of capital itself, designed as a safety 
valve for the discontent that must inevitably 
result from the rule of capital, as manifest in 
modern money power. 

Rulers, from the earliest dawning of the 
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science of politics, have always understood 
the value of what might, for simplicity’s sake, 
be called ‘controlled opposition’, that is to 
say a bogus opposition party that makes a 
pretence of challenging the ruling power by 
the expression of muted criticism of some of 
its actions, while in reality no more than a part 
of the same establishment that holds the 
actual reins. This is a completely logical 
device, as it discourages the forming together 
anywhere of a body of true opposition by 
which that establishment may be threatened. 

This is not to say that every loudmouth who 
fulminates from the platform against those in 
government is secretly a friend of that govern- 
ment, deliberately misleading his audience as 
to his true sympathies; more likely is he a 
person of very limited intelligence who sees 
only the superficial picture of politics 
presented to him by propagandists cleverer 
than himself and who, with that picture fixed 
in his mind, believes perfectly genuinely in 


what he says. 

It is sufficient that just a few who represent 
the ‘opposition’ camp and command the 
levers of control by which it is maintained 
understand the true picture and know what is 
required of them. 

Most people in Britain today when they 
speak of political ‘power’ have not the 
faintest idea of what it really is and where it 
really resides. 

The imagine the prime minister and her 
cabinet holding ‘power’, backed up by the 
‘power’ of their party’s majority in the House 
of Commons. They suppose that if a general 
election results in the elimination of this 
majority and gives a majority to another party 
‘power’ will then rest with that other party 
and its chosen leader and cabinet, in other 
words that there will in fact be a ‘change of 
power’. 

And they bask in the illusion that, in the 

Contd. on next page 


ultimate analysis, “power” lies with them, the 


people themselves, as it is their prerogative at . 


election times to retain or change govern- 
ments by their votes. 

Nothing could be further from the true 
reality of politics as they are constituted in 
modern Britain and most of the other modern 
‘democracies’. 

The true reality is that power — genuine 
power, that is — is not wielded by the prime 
minister or cabinet at all, nor by the party that 
happens at present to have a parliamentary 
majority. Real power is wielded by a network 
of mostly unseen persons who control the 
vital arteries through which political parties 
and their leaders are kept in funds, through 
which the government of the day is provided 
with the finance to carry out its programme, 
through which the climate of ‘public opinion’ 
is maintained or changed (according to what 
suits the need of the moment) and through 
which are determined those conditions at 
international level which circumscribe the 
government’s freedom of action in world 
affairs. 


POWER OF MONEY 


To identify these sources of power in a 
single paragraph would be impossible, but it 
ts sufficient to say that their principal weapon 
in wielding power is money, money and 
again money. 

Money maintains the party machines 
needed to fight elections and make propa- 
ganda for their respective factions. Money 
can provide influentially placed politicians 
with sources of income additional to their 
parliamentary and ministerial salaries, such 
as ‘consultant’ s’ fees and honorary ‘director- 
ships’ with large companies, and thereby 
control them. Money provides the loans 
which, under our present economic system, 
finance the public schemes that governments 
need to undertake to remain popular with the 
electorate. Money, in vast quantities, is 
needed to run newspapers, major publishing 
companies, private broadcasting networks 
and the film industry — in effect, almost the 
whole machinery for the shaping of ‘public 
opinion’. And money operates internation- 
ally, to manipulate markets, to affect the rise 
and fall of currencies and to create and topple 
governments. 

In fact the coming of ‘democracy’ to the 
Western World has not given power to ‘the 
people’ at all; it has merely exchanged the 
power of monarchs with the power of finance, 
which makes all the rules of the game under 
which the people choose — or at least 
imagine they are choosing — their political 
rulers. 

And in a two-party or multi-party ‘democ- 
racy’ money, by its hold on most, if not all, of 
the political parties, ensures that ‘opposition’ 
is at all times contained and kept within ‘safe’ 
bounds. That is to say the parties are permit- 
ted to ‘oppose’ each other — indeed they are 


positively encouraged to do so — but are 
. and right that the state should come to his aid. . 


never allowed to oppose their real masters, 
the wielders of money power. 
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Only simpletons believe that the real power 
lies there 


‘Socialism’ during the past century or so 
has always formed an essential part of this 
process. 

I said earlier that ‘socialism’ has always 
been the creature of capital, that is of money 
power. Perhaps this should be qualified by 
saying that it has always been so since it first 
became a relevant and influential force in 
politics. 


ACCEPTABLE SOCIALISM 


Actually, it is pertectly possible to con- 
ceive of a form of ‘socialism’ that is not 
harmful, even beneficial. Were ‘socialism’ to 
mean merely the idea that members of a 
society should be interdependent with one 
another, instead of just self-interested units 
bound together only by the constraints of law; 
should it mean that they are elements of a 


‘single whole, owing allegiance to each other 


and ultimately to the nation of which they are 


part, and that in consequence the state should. 


regard the welfare of every individual in 
society as its concern — should ‘socialism’ 
mean no more than this, it would be imposs- 


ible to condemn it — always providing that 


State concern for the welfare of the individual 
should not be taken to the point at which it 
became a substitute for that individual’s 
responsibility to look after himself (and, 
where applicable, his family) by performing 
useful work and managing his earnings from 
that work with prudence and care. 

In a healthy society, the individual capable 
of looking after himself should be encouraged 
to do so and not be made to feel that the 
welfare state is a constantly available ‘crutch’ 
on which he may lean to spare himself the 
exertion of labour and self-reliance, | 

But where the individual meets misfortune 
on account of factors entirely beyond his 
control, and providing always that he is 
prepared to do all that lies within his power to 
overcome that misfortune, it is reasonable 


In the same way it is reasonable and right that 


the state should aid those in need who are 
either too young or too old to look after them- 
selves and who are unable to obtain that aid 
from family sources. 

As long as ‘socialism’ meant no more than 
this, no-one could object to ‘socialism’. 

Likewise, a strong argument can be made 
for the bringing of economic activity under 
“social” control — in the sense that it is made 
to operate for the good of society as a whole 
and not just for the good of its proprietors and 
shareholders. A simple set of rules for the 
direction of that activity, backed by 
government with the strength and resolve to 


enforce those rules, is sufficient-to achieve 


this; it does not require that all economic 
activity be wrested from private ownership 
and be placed under public ownership. The 
proprietor and shareholder should be allowed 
their profits as reward for their enterprise and 
the investment of their capital, but always 
providing that in obtaining those profits they 
perform services at the same time that enrich 
the whole of society, that is the nation. 


SOCIALISM HI-JACKED 


‘Socialism’, under sensible guidance, 
might have developed into no more than this, 
the direction of private economic activity in 
pursuit of the good of all society. 

But from earliest times ‘socialism’ was not 
allowed to develop in this way; it was hi- 
jacked by those who saw its possibilities, not 
for promoting the good of all the people, but 
for hoodwinking the people; not for combat- 
ting the tyranny of money power, but for 
serving that very same tyranny of money 
power. 

A doctrine of ‘social revolution’ was 
formulated which directed the hatred of the 
masses against those very forces which, 
under sound political direction, should be the 
allies and servants of the masses: the great 
leaders of productive industry. 

The same doctrine carefully excluded any 
real opposition to the money power which 
controls and manipulates productive industry 
in a liberal-éapitalist system just as it controls 
and manipulates the masses at the other end of 
the social and economic spectrum. 

Spokesmen for the doctrine are occasion- 
ally allowed to declaim against ‘bankers’ as 
well as against other makers of profit, and 
some socialist parties even speak of ‘national- 
ising’ the banks as part of their programmes. 
But all socialist theory strictly forbids any 
truly searching analysis of the established 
financial system that has ruled throughout the 
Western World during most of the current 
century. 

If the reader should disbelieve this, I 
challenge him to offer any example of a polit- 
ician, journalist, author or economist, on the 
conventional left of politics who has challen- 
ged the system by which bankers create. 
money out of nothing by mere book entry and 
then ‘lend’ that money to government, 
industry and the individual, for which they 
are repaid in real money with interest. 

Contd. overleaf 
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‘SOCIALISM’: ITS TRUE 
NATURE AND MISSION 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


There is not a mention of this in socialist 
party manifestos: There is never a word of it 
in the left-wing press. No socialist MP ever 
protests about it in parliament. 

And yet it is that very system that lies at the 
root of all the evils of ‘capitalism’, not the 
enterprise of the entrepreneur of industry or 
the provider of other vital economic services. 

In consequence, what we popularly under- 
stand by ‘socialism’ has failed, and failed 
abysmally, to remedy the economic and 
social evils, such as poverty, unemployment 
and inflation, which it is purported to have 
been brought into existence to remedy. It is 
has failed to do so because it has failed — and 
indeed was never designed — to tackle these 
evils at their source. It has merely under- 
mined, in every way possible, the activity of 
the useful elements in the economy, the 
producers of real wealth. 


CONTROLLED OPPOSITION 


On the political front, ‘socialism’ (in 
Britain represented traditionally by the 
Labour Party) has served the purpose of 
‘controlled opposition’, i.e. the alternative 
mechanism of government to be provided 
when the people get fed up, as they period- 
ically do, with the principal mechanism of 
government employed by the money power, 
which in Britain has by modern tradition been 
the Conservative Party. 

For, whether we have a Conservative 
government or a Labour government, the 
reality is the same: the money power is in 
control. 

Whether we seek to be informed of day-to- 
day events by reading a pro-Tory newspaper 
or a pro-Labour newspaper, we are in effect 
reading a newspaper that is allowed to exist 
only by permission of the money power, and 
is, by both direct and indirect process, 
controlled by the money power. 

When we listen to a debate on TV between 
what are presented as ‘opposed’ politicians 
and parties, we are listening to people all of 
whom have been vetted and approved by 
authorities controlled, ultimately, by those 
who wield money power. 

This is why all debate, all argument, all 
‘opposition’, are merely about the trivia of 
politics; over the really essential matters that 
determine the destinies of nations, all parties 
to the discussion are of one mind and one 
loyalty. 

It is here that we come back to Ivor 
Benson’s theme that ‘socialism’ is now in the 
process of exhaustion. 

What is meant by this is that ‘socialism’ has 
virtually exhausted itself as a credible 
formula for coping with the great political, 
economic and social problems with which 
society is beset. As Mr. Benson has said, few 
people believe in it any more — except the 
‘‘human dregs””. It has lost its capacity to 
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‘con’ the public. It is like a stale music hall 
conjuring act. At one time it excited admir- 
ation. Now everyone, or almost everyone, 
has seen through it. 

What does this mean to those who are the 
real controllers of our society in the so-called 
‘democracies’? It means that the time has 
come to shunt ‘socialism’ onto the sidelines, 
to phase it out, and to replace it with another 
act, equally designed to provide the public 
with what appears to be an ‘alternative’ but 
what is in reality no alternative, merely a new 
set of clothes for the same forces of money 
power. 


THE NEW BOGUS ‘OPPOSITION 


people, by the crosses they mark on their 
ballot papers, are the ultimate arbiters of 
everything. 

There has been a great deal of public atten- 
tion focussed of late on the antics of Labour’s 
‘loony left’, which has taken hold of certain 
city and borough councils and from those 
exalted positions of authority put into practice 
a series of apparently barmy policies in the 


fields of local government, housing and, 


particularly, education — policies that could 
almost be calculated to get the backs up of the 
electorate and lose Labour votes — which 
leads to the very interesting question of 


With the declining credibility of the political left, the money power has created and built 
up the ‘Social Democratic Party’ to act, with the Liberals, as an ‘alternative’ force in 
British politics to the Tories 


In Britain this new act is represented by the 
self-styled Liberal/SDP ‘Alliance’, which is 
now being energetically promoted, with all 
the resources that the money power can 
command, as a‘new force’ in politics coming 
along to sweep away all the cobwebs of the 
past. The ‘Alliance’ is being built up as the 
‘credible’ alternative to Tory government, 
and the impression is heightened by the 
vehement manner in which Alliance spokes- 
men attack the Tory leaders and their policies. 
Again, those making the attacks may sin- 
cerely believe the nonsense cascading from 
their mouths; again, they are people of very 
limited intelligence who actually believe that 
the issues over which they argue with the 
government are the really important issues. In 
truth, however, the argument, as in the past 
between Labour and Tory, is only a family 
tiff, a dispute about how to construct the 
society prescribed by the masters behind the 
scenes who determine all higher policy, and is 
concerned only with details of execution, not. 
ever with fundamental principles or values. 


STATE OF ILLUSION 


Again, it all comes in useful. The voting 
cattle are sustained in the illusion that they 
live under a system in which there is a 
freedom of choice, and in which they the 


whether that is in fact exactly the calculation 
behind them. We have seen the recent conflict 
within the Labour Party between these 
‘extreme’ elements and the more staid section 
of the party which recognises the political 
damage being caused by their ‘militant’ 
colleagues. But is this left-wing lunacy all 
that it appears to be? Or are the posturings of 
the left merely a part of the planned process of 
discrediting Labour in order to phase it out of 
the British political scene, a process in which 
some of the actors and actresses concerned 
know exactly what they are doing and are 
doing it to order? 


MANIPULATION OF FACTIONS 


We should understand that our real rulers 
not only can orchestrate the swings in popul- 
arity between one of their puppet parties and 
another but can perform exactly the same 
trick in respect of factions within the same 
party. When they sense that one such faction 
is losing credibility and provoking opposition 
amongst others in the party, they ensure that 
whatever faction succeeds it in predominance 
is one over which they exercise effective 
control and whose policies are circumscribed 
by the limits they lay down. 

So it was that when the soggy ‘centre’ of 
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the Tory Party as exemplified by former 
leader Edward Heath became out of favour 
both with the party itself and with the British 
public a ready-made “alternative” was to hand 
to take over. The alternative was of course 
“Thatcherism?, a form of Conservative 
doctrine which superficially was at odds with 
its predecessor but in all essentials pursued 
the same goals and served, of course, the 
Same masters. 

One important question arising out of all 
this is: does the ‘phasing out’ of ‘socialism’ as 
represented by the Labour Party in Britain 
mean that the left of politics no longer has any 
political role that is useful to the money 
power? 

Not quite. One useful role that the left can 
certainly play is to provide forces of violence 
and intimidation on those occasions when the 
money power requires such forces but does 
not want them to be identified with any 
recognisable political party of the main- 
stream. 

Left-wing mobs which go to smash up 
patriotic meetings or which prevent from 
speaking at universities any person whom the 
money power has reason to want to silence — 
such mobs certainly provide a service, and 


that is why we are unlikely to see the left 
disappear from politics completely. It will 
most probably be kept in being as a kind of 
“street fodder’, just as aggressive dogs are 
kept in being for certain purposes, confined to 
kennels for most of the time but let out when 
‘intruders’ have to be dealt with. 


DIFFERENT ROUTES — 
SAME DESTINATION 


So, in effect, the voter who retains his faith 
in the present parliamentary system and 
continues hoping for a change in national 
fortunes by means of that system is like a 
motorist at a road junction who sees two or 
three alternative routes before him and is 
pleased to think he is favoured with a choice. 
Little does he suspect that at the end of his 
journey all available routes will take him to 
the same destination; the routes have simply 
been designed to give the impression that they 
diverge, but at the crucial point they all in fact 
converge. 

What has happened with Britain’s Labour 
Party, and with ‘socialism’ as a political 
formula for solving anything, is that it is fast 
becoming a route that people no longer find 


attractive to take. The system of signposting 
is therefore being redesigned so as to 
persuade those people to take other routes. 
But in the destination lying at the end of those 
routes there is no change at all; it is the toll 
gate manned on behalf of those who control 
the heights of money power. 

No real change in national fortunes will 
come until enough people are prepared to 
jettison the whole fraudulent game of ‘party 
politics’, with its seductive array of ‘alter- 
natives’ that in truth are not alternatives, and 
put their trust in a government that will be 
above and outside the party game, and above 
and beyond the control of money power — 
two mutually dependent requirements. Such a 
government we may like or dislike, but at 
least it will have the virtue that we will know 
that it is the government, and not the mere 
proxy vote of masters behind the scenes 
whom we cannot see. 

And should some feel that their power to 
oppose that government is unreasonably 
limited, at least this will be better than labour- 
ing under the illusion that they are in opposit- 
ion while in fact they are on the same side. At 
least such people will enjoy the blessing of 
knowing where they stand! 


ECONOMIC U-TURN OR JUST 


A GEAR CHANGE? 


DONALD A. MARTIN looks at the Government’s recent 


decision to take the brakes off public spending 


Reproduced with acknowledgements to ON 
TARGET, 26 Meadow Lane, Sudbury, Suffolk. 
CO10 6TD. 


POLITICIANS and the media love to play 
with words which conjure up a colourful 
mental picture in those who read or hear 
the words. The autumn economic state- 
= on Thursday, 6th November 1986 by 
Mr. Nigel Lawson, Chancellor of the 
Pena ¡pt has produced many such 
dramatic headlines and comments. How- 
ever, the main thrust is summed up in the 
claim that the economic statement by the 
Chancellor is an “economic U-turn’’. 
Indeed the Daily Telegraph (7th November 
1986) said: “Government yesterday took 
the brakes off public spending im what was 
being described as the biggest U-turn since 
Mrs. Thatcher became Prime Minister.” 
Political opponents of the government and 
the many political cynics claim that the 
government is merely clearing the way for an 
early election. Whether the election will 
come in 1987 or 1988 is of course pure specu- 
lation. Since the Prime Minister, Mrs. 
Thatcher, hasn’t advised ws of her intention 
(if she knows it herself) of when she is going 
to advise the Queen to dissolve parliament, 


LAWSON 
Despite impressions to the contrary, he has 
no new policy 


we will not engage in the speculation other 
than to say that, politicians being politicians, 


she will attempt to take the most advantag- 


eous opportunity, which could be anywhere 
in 1987 or 1988! 

What we want to look at is the question of 
whether or not the autumn statement was an 


economic U-turn. Now a U-turn suggests a 
complete change of direction. The closest that 
people have been able to come to claiming a 
‘U-turn’ is to say that the government has 
abandoned its policy of controlling public 
expenditure and the money supply. 

Nowhere háve we found any evidence that 
the government was ever really in control of 
the money supply. That was in the hands of 
the banking institutions who, under the 
banking fractional reserve system, continue 
to create money out of nothing, using the 
economic capacity of the whole community 
to produce goods and services as a basis 
which the banks thereby claimed as if it were 
their own (which it is not). All new money 
continues to come into existence as an inter- 
est-bearing debt, loaned to government, 
industry and individuals. Nowhere have we 
seen any challenge to this, even if we do see 
increasing comments about the burden of 


interest payments on the money created. 


However, the source of the problem is never 
attacked, nor do we find any political party, 
let alone the government, suggesting an alter- 
native approach, although this is within their 
capability. 


Contd. overleaf 
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ECONOMIC U-TURN OR JUST 
A GEAR CHANGE? 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


GOVERNMENT HAS ONLY 
LIFTED LEVEL OF SPENDING 


All, therefore, that the government has 
done is lift the level of government spending 
— in other words, slightly relaxed the 
controls. This is no U-turn; this is merely a 
change of gear. The change of gear merely 
accelerates the speed of government spend- 
ing. 

The government has correctly bowed to the 
growing public pressure for an improvement 
iN various services, such as the Health Service 
and Housing. The government is permitting 
local authorities to improve the services 
which they control (even if central govern- 
ment controls the money!) where previously 
local authorities had been cutting back on 
their services. Nowhere was this more 
noticeable than in the state of our roads. 

The government is facing the reality that 
the over-spending which is taking place in the 
current financial year (1986 - Ed.), particu- 
larly in the area of local government, could 
only be contained by unacceptable political 
constraints which have in the past helped to 
make the government increasingly unpop- 
ular. Those in control of the nation’s affairs 
know very well that, if they wish to keep the 
Conservative Party controlling government, 
then a number of festering sores, such as the 
state of local roads and teachers’ pay, have to 
be removed from the public memory — and 
that this can be done within one or two years, 
which allows for the maximum flexibility on 
when the next election might be called. 


ASSUMPTIONS BY 
GOVERNMENT IN INCREASING 
PUBLIC SPENDING 


It is interesting to note that the Chancellor 
claims that the increased public spending can 
be achieved without increasing the already 
existing level of borrowing, which implies 
that the government will be able to obtain the 
extra money by other means. Therefore, what 
are the assumptions that the government puts 
forward in planning to achieve this extra 
revenue? 

Firstly, the government assumes that with 
increased spending, and therefore increased 
economic activity, it will recover a certain 
amount of the money spent, through income 
tax, value-added tax and corporation tax on 
this activity. If more people can be put back 
into the workforce by this method, then there 


would also be some reduction in the payment, 


of welfare payments, as well as a consequen- 
tial increase in taxation receipts. This 
assumption is reasonable enough, but only 
accounts for a fraction of the increased spend- 
ing. 

Next, we have the assumption by govern- 
ment that with the improvement in the 
economic activity which it is hoping for, and 
with inflation at a lower level than it has been 


Page eight 


for many years, there will be an increase in 
exports. That is to say, there will be more sent 
out of the country than received back and this 
will provide some extra figures created in the 
financial books for use in the United 
Kingdom. However, this is a longer range 
plan, as the immediate picture is one of a 
deficit on our balance of payments next year 
(1987 - Ed.). The benefit is hoped for in the 
following year. 


SELLING OFF ASSETS 
Finally, the government has stated its 


intention that it will be continuing with its 


privatisation plan. It hopes that, with selling 
off state assets, it is going to receive more 


than it has been receiving so far on an annual 


basis. This money being received for the sale 


of assets is to be used on the current account to. 


pay for current expenditure. 


Any prudent businessman or individual A 


when selling an asset, particularly when it is 
mortgaged, would use the capital thus 
received to reduce his mortgage or debt. The 
government, however, quite frankly admits 
that it is not going to do so. Thus we see that 
the National Debt will continue to grow, as 


will the interest payments grow with it. 


Sooner or later we must run out of assets to be 
sold off, at which point the day of reckoning 
arrives. There is an answer to this problem but 
no politician is putting it forward publicly. 
Some would put it forward privately. 
Indeed it is interesting to note that it is only 
a few years ago since Lord Stockton 
(formerly Harold Macmillan) speaking in the 


STOCKTON 
Opposed sale 
of state 


assets 


House of Lords criticised the government for 
spending on the current account the money 
received from the sale of state assets. There 
are some cynics who say that the media, and 
more importantly those who control the 
media, fanned the debate on Macmillan’s part 
in returning anti-communist prisoners for 
slaughter by the Russian communists at the 
end of the Second World War, as a warning to 
Lord Stockton that he had better keep quiet. 
We don’t seem to have heard him speaking on 
the subject since! 

Now that we can see quite clearly that the 
government is merely changing gear and not 
doing a U-turn, we must remind ourselves of 
the real answer. 

The only real answer is that we must stop 
introducing all money into society as an inter- 
est-bearing debt. We must draw attention to 
the fact that instead the Crown, on behalf of 
all members of society, has the right to intro- 
duce — on a paper basis which reflects the 
economic capacity of the community — 
money free of debt, so that more individuals 
might be able to have economic independence 
and share in the economic abundance which is 
readily available in our society. 
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BREAKING THE MOULD 


NOEL A. HUNT argues for a qualified franchise 


“that fatal drollery called a representative 


government.” Benjamin Disraeli in 
TANCRED. 


ON PAGE 7 of its 1983 election manifesto 
the British National Party states: 
““Political wisdom must recognise that men 


are not equal, either in their contribution 


to the national good or in their judgement 
of what is the national good. Great inequal- 
ities of brains and character must be taken 
into account...”’ 

Alone among British political parties, the 
BNP has had the courage to state the obvious 
facts that free men are not equal and that equal 
men are not free. All the other parties accept it 
as axiomatic that every human being must 
have a vote, irrespective of education, 
earning capacity or intelligence level. 

It seems quite evident that once everyone 
has had a vote politics simply come down to a 


competition between candidates for office to 


see who can promise the most to his support- 
ers. There are, and always have been, far 
more fools than wise men in the world. These 
fools will always use, their votes in what they 
see as their immediate interests without any 
regard to the long-term effect of their choice. 
Nor does it occur to them to ask who will pay. 

Matters can only grow worse unless drastic 
changes are made. We have only to consider 


the tremendous loss of our best breeding stock 


as a result of two world wars to see plainly 
that the intellectual level of the population 


must have declined. This means an increase. 


in the feckless, the stupid and in every other 
way the least desirable elements in the popul- 
ation. With this increase goes a decline in the 
number of the intelligent, the responsible, the 
far-sighted, the public-spirited and the 
patriotic. In any population, the less desirable 
elements tend to reproduce themselves far 
more freely than the other classes of society, 
precisely because they are both feckless and 
irresponsible. The results of this uncontrolled 
breeding from an impoverished stock have for 
nearly three generations now been kept alive 
by a welfare state and encouraged in their tura 
to breed yet more. This is because every 
government since 1918 has been to some 
extent socialistic. The hard-working, the self- 
sacrificing, the public-spirited — the top 10 
per-cent in fact who keep a civilisation in 
being and in motion — are drowned in a sea of 
second-rate human beings. 

The problem is to reverse this long-stand- 
ing trend and its fatal effects. 


NEED FOR RESTRICTION 


Obviously, therefore, it is in the national 
interest — and for that matter in the racial 
interest — that the vote should be restricted to 


those capable of using it in a thoughtful and 


sensible way. 


One of the many lunacies of our political 
system is that all politicians hold that the vote 
is a priceless possession, to be treasured 
above all else. This may be so of course. Yet 
if it is, it is hard to see why the politicians are 
SO anxious to bestow the vote on everyone; 
once everyone has it it is valueless. So far as I 
know, no politician has ever satisfactorily 
explained how what is universally enjoyed 
can be priceless. 

And, not content with subjecting the 
inhabitants of Britain to this tyranny of mob 
rule, our politicians insist on exporting the 
system. Peoples to whom the concept of 
universal suffrage is completely alien have it 
thrust upon them. Again I refer to the BNP 
manifesto where it says that men are widely 
unequal both in brains and character. This 
implies that the BNP wishes to ensure that the 
competent rule and that the incompetent are 
ruled. It is an admirable and courageous 
ideal. But giving effect to it is likely to be 
difficult. 

It seems that for this to happen a great many 
voters must be removed from the roll. It is 
interesting to consider ways in which this 
desirable end might be attained. 

For a start, it might be ruled that anyone 
who has been unemployed for, say, six 
months should be removed from the electoral 
rolls. One would not justify this decision by 
arguing that the man was to blame for not 
having a job, or that unemployment in itself 
necessarily carries any sort of stigma. The 
reason for disenfranchisement would be 
purely economic: while in receipt of public 
assistance such a man takes from the national 


store but pays nothing back in return. It is 


surely difficult to argue that a man who, albeit 
through no fault of his own, costs the nation 
money should be entitled by his vote to 


influence the spending of money to which he 
does not contribute. This cannot be equitable. 

Once gainfully employed for, say, six 
months, the man could then apply for reregis- 
tration as a voter. 


APPLICATION FOR THE VOTE 


I would hope that the wish of the BNP is to 
restrict the use of the franchise to those likely 
to be able to make good use of it. If this is so, 
it would be well to lay down that henceforth 
anyone wishing to cast a vote should have to 
apply to be entered on the electoral rolls. In 
other words, such a person would not auto- 
matically be entered on his 18th birthday, as 
now. Anyone not sufficiently interested to 
take the trouble to make this application is 
likely to be no loss. And to ensure that those 
coming onto the roll are qualified to use their 
votes in a mature manner, legislation would 
be needed restricting the franchise to those 
who could prove that they had reached a 
prescribed level both of education and of 
earning power. This would provide better 
chances of the voter understanding the 
matters over which he is voting. In this way 
we could get away from the idea of counting 
heads and start counting what is in them. 

If these measures were put into effect, it 
would ensure that anyone on the electoral roll 
would have demonstrated his interest in 
political affairs by making an application for 
registration, and had also proved that he was 
intelligent and competent enough to be given 
a vote. 

It will of course be argued that this is pure 
elitism. This is exactly what it is! The fact that 
the trendy liberals and humanists who at 
present have us in their deadly grip regard 
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-- apart from those under 18. These hippies are drop-outs from society who put nothing 
imto the nation. Yet under our ‘democratic’ system they are as entitled to elect govern- 
ments as the rest of us! 
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BREAKING THE MOULD 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


elitism, and indeed any other concept of excel- 
lence, as anathema does not mean that they 
are right or that we should allow their views to 
prevail. We have little to lose: an unrestricted 
franchise, that is government by the unqual- 
ified and the short-sighted, has brought us to 
our present plight. Anything at all that makes 
it more difficult to attain the privilege of a 
vote must be good. 

It will no doubt be objected that this system 
would be difficult to introduce and to admin- 
ister. Civil servants exist only to administer 
difficult schemes. Given the will, it can be 
done. 


RESISTANCE TO CHANGE 


Here of course lies one of the chief difficul- 
ties in getting such a scheme adopted. No 
electorate of the intellectual calibre which a 
restricted franchise would produce would 
ever consider returning to parliament a good 
many of the distressing and embarrassing 
buffoons who at present masquerade as the 
‘people’s representatives’. They are of course 
well aware that their jobs would be at risk, 
and would oppose the necessary changes to 
the death. 

Further, an intelligent electorate would 
give short shrift to the inefficiencies of the 
National Health Service, for instance, and the 


truly appalling state of what was once the best 
educational system in Europe. The ‘caring’ 
professions too would fear — and rightly — 
that the new electorate would not tolerate 
their virtually unlimited access to public 
funds. Add to all these vested interests the 
numbers of those who know that they could 
never get onto the roll, and one sees that the 
tyranny of the unqualified is likely to continue 
for a long time. 


THE TYRANNY OF THE 
INCOMPETENT 


The longer we allow the incompetent to 
dominate decisions in national affairs, the 
more certain it becomes that this tyranny will 
eventually be swept away and replaced by a 
dictatorship. Then nobody will have a vote. 
In his Decline and Fall of the Roman Empire, 
Gibbon accurately remarked: ‘‘In a democ- 
racy the powers of government are exercised 
by the citizens; and these powers will be first 
abused, and later lost, if they are committed 
to an unwieldy multitude.” Our present 
situation could hardly be more accurately or 
concisely expressed. The powers of govern- 
ment have in fact been committed to an 
unwieldy multitude: virtually everyone has a 
vote — with the inevitable and quite predict- 
able result of unbelievable short-sightedness, 
unabashed and selfish greed and steadily 
declining standards both in our public life and 
in our international standing. 

The stance of the British National Party as 


expressed in its manifesto is sensible, 
patriotic and courageous. Unfortunately it 
seeks to appeal to an electorate many of 
whom have shown often enough that they are 
not sensible, that they despise patriotism and 
that they have little regard for courage. 
Observing the incredible folly, greed and 
myopia of a large part of the electorate, one 
wonders if the BNP will ever be able to put its 
sensible principles into effect. If it could be 
done, then perhaps we could break the deadly 
grip of the liberal consensus which today 
rules the party rulers behind the scenes. A 
Start could be made on making Britain great 
again. 

Schiller long ago noted that ‘‘against 
Stupidity the gods themselves struggle in 
vain.”” The policy of the BNP rigorously 
applied would give us at least the hope of 
breaking the deadly grip of the numbskull and 
the rapacious on our national affairs. 


EDITOR’S NOTE: In view of Mr. Hunt’s 
references in this article to the British National 
Party, it is felt necessary to remind the reader of 
the rule stated on page 2 of every issue of 
Spearhead: namely that the views expressed in 
articles are those of their authors alone. We print 
this article because we feel it opens up some 
Important questions about our universal-fran- 
chise ‘democracy’ that should be discussed. This 
does not méan, however, that we or the British 
National Party endorse every view that the writer 


has expressed. 


IMPERIAL VISIONARY 


EDDY BUTLER recalls the work of Lord Milner 


ALFRED LORD MILNER will not be 
remembered by the majority of people in 
Britain today. Yet he was one of our most 
important empire-builders. According to 
some American commentators, such as 
Gary Allen in ‘None Dare Call it Conspir- 
acy’, Milner was a sinister tool of cosmo- 
politan financiers, who used the British 
Empire as a stepping stone to a one-world 
state. This thesis, if accepted, can lead to 
the distasteful conclusion that our Empire 
was largely the creation of the Rothschilds 
and that ilk. Alternatively, a typical 
modern textbook on British Imperialism 
will paint Milner as a harsh reactionary. 

So why should we look on Milner in a 
favourable light? Because if his career were 
properly examined we would find that, far 
from being a reactionary, he was a committed 
social reformer, and far from being an inter- 
nationalist, he was in fact an ardent racial 
nationalist. Milner differs from many other 
Britons, such as William Morris, who have 
been regarded as pioneers of our struggle, for 
Milner was a practical man of action, who 
very nearly succeeded in altering our imperial 
history for the better. 

An early influence on Milner was John 
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Ruskin, who instilled into him a sense of the 
importance of empire and a need for social 
reform in the Motherland. This second theme 
was expanded by Arnold Toynbee, who 
campaigned for better housing and education. 


MILNER 
Racial patriot 


When Toynbee died, Milner helped set up 
Toynbee Hall, in East London, in 1884, as a 
centre for social welfare and adult education. 
Later Milner became chairman of the Board 
of Inland Revenue, and used his influence to 
persuade the Chancellor to inaugurate the 
principle of redistribution of wealth by a 
progressive fiscal policy, in the 1894 budget. 

Milner’s career took off in 1897, when he 
was appointed Governor of Cape Province. 
Due to the strategic position of The Cape on 
imperial trade routes, Milner saw South 
Africa as vital to national security. He also 
saw the two inland Boer republics as danger- 
ous to The Cape’s security as they were 
vulnerable to German intrigue. On top of this, 
large numbers of British miners had flocked 
to the new diamond and gold fields of the 
Transvaal and Orange Free State. For these 
reasons and more, Milner saw the desirability 
of total British hegemony in Southern Africa. 

Milner’s chief ally was Cecil Rhodes, the 
most powerful figure in The Cape. Rhodes, 
with Rothschild backing, ran De Beers 
Consolidated Mines. Milner hoped that a 
show of force would avoid war and coerce the 
Boers into the Empire. However, the Afrik- 
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aners called his bluff and invaded in 1899. 
Rhcdes was caught unawares and besieged in 
Kimberley. 

Using a ‘carrot-and-stick’ approach, 
Milner wanted to humble the Boers and then 
integrate them fully into a united white South 
Africa. However, instead of the expected 
speedy victory, the war dragged bitterly on. 
What can only be described as draconian 
measures were employed by Kitchener to 
defeat the tenacious Boers, including the use 
of concentration camps in which up to 26,000 
died. This left a deep scar in the Afrikaner 
community, and soured the attempted recon- 
struction after 1902. 


WANTED PEACE GENEROUS 
TO BOERS 


Milner wanted a generous peace to win the 
Boers over as loyal imperial subjects. For 
example, £94 million was given to rejuvinate 
the farms on the Veldt. Milner did not want 
South Africa to be dependent on the mines, so 
he encouraged industry. However, the initial 
financing had to come from a tax on gold. 
This led to another controversial phase in 
Milner’s life, for he was responsible for 
importing Chinese coolies. This was caused 
by a temporary labour shortage, as not 
enough Blacks were willing to work in the 
mines. There was never any question of the 
coolies taking jobs from Whites, as the latter 
only did skilled work. Furthermore, the 
coolies had to return home when their 
contracts expired, so by 1910 there was not a 
Chinaman left in the Rand. 

In the midst of an outcry against this intro- 
duction of so-called ‘slavery’, Milner 
resigned and returned to London, in 1905. He 
never had much patience with party politics, 
and this affair confirmed his opinion, which 
was that “‘separate from one political party by 
my advanced views on social questions, still 
more widely separated from others by my 
faith in the Empire and my attachment to 
national rather than cosmopolitan ideals, I 
often seem to myself to be ploughing a lonely 
furrow.”” | 

It would be well tor a moment to look at the 
role of the Rothschilds in the creation of the 
Empire.. The British Empire had been 
expanding for over 200 years when, in 1875, 
they provided Disraeli with the finance to 
purchase the Suez Canal shares. This led to 
Britain taking control of Egypt and caused the 
scramble for Africa, as one commitment led 
to another. It will come as no great surprise 
for us to learn that the Rothschilds were the 
official gold-brokers to the Bank of England, 
and so had a special interest in taking the 
Rand out of the Boers’ hands. But they were 
only one of many interests that clamoured for 
war. These Levantine bankers also saw the 
Empire as a suitably large area for their 
financial depredations. But their horizons 
steadily grew beyond these limits. As Milner 
pushed for imperial unity, so they pushed for 
internationalism and supported such amor- 
phous bodies as the League of Nations. 


It is not entirely surprising that Milner did: 


not recognise the true motivation of the Roth- 


SOME OF THE DISCIPLES 
Pictured here are some members of Milmer’s ‘Kindergarten’, his gathering of young 
followers. Some of these later turned his organisation into an agency for the promotion of 
internationalism and ‘one-world’ ideas. Notable among these were Lionel Curtis (centre, 
middie row) and the Marquis of Lothian (centre, front row) 


schilds. The World had yet to see the First 
World War, the Russian Revolution, the 
Great Depression or World War II, all of 
which enhanced Zionism beyond anything 
imagined at the time. For example, the East 
London Observer of 2nd July 1917 could 
report: ““By nature Jews are oriental, and 
perhaps like ‘the dog, the woman and the 
walnut tree, the more you whack ’em the 
better they be”.”” Unthinkable today! To be 
honest, these Jews did not appear to be an 
obvious threat to those who cared about 
Britain’s future. And, although friendly with 
Lord Rothschild, Milner was not a Zionist 
toady. He also became a close friend of 
Lawrence of Arabia, and gave strong support 
to Victor Fisher’s patriotic socialist move- 
ment, which was in the forefront of anti-alien 
(Jewish) agitation. 


THE ROUND TABLE 


Rhodes died in 1902, and Milner, as chief 
trustee of his estate, used it to finance the 
Round Table organisation, set up in 1908. 
This organisation campaigned for a world- 
wide Anglo-Saxon federation, and groups 
were set up in New Zealand, Australia, 
Canada, South Africa and the United States to 
promote this ideal. The group also supported 
Joseph Chamberlain’s campaign for imperial 
preference in trade, and the Ulster Loyalists. 
Indeed Milner helped to set up plans for a 
provisional government in Northern Ireland 
in the event of Irish home rule being intro- 
duced. 

In 1915 Milner became a minister in Lloyd 


George’s war cabinet and was sent on a 
mission in 1917 to Petrograd to encourage the 
Russian war effort. Gary Allen claims that, 
while there, Milner helped to engineer the 
revolution. However, Milner reported home 
that while Russia was exhausted there was no 
danger of revolution! He was immediately 
shown to be totally wrong. Far from being a 
supporter of the revolution, Milner in late 
1917 argued for a negotiated peace with 
Germany — at Russia’s expense. At the same 
time, sailors from the Milner-sponsored 
British Workers’ League refused to convey 
Ramsay Macdonald to an international social- 
ist meeting in Stockholm. After the war, 
Milner said of Germany: ‘‘We do not want to 
see bolshevism and chaos rampant there.”” 
Against this, Allen’s conclusions are based 
on a Russian emigre’s unsubstantiated 
second-hand claim that Milner gave 21 
million roubles to the revolutionaries — when 
he was far from wealthy! This must be set 
against the British Government’s vacillating 
attitude towards the Mensheviks. 

The Round Table groups also come under 
fire from Allen. He claims they surreptit- 
iously plotted world domination. However, 
as started by Milner, they merely sought to 
unite people of British stock. It was only after 
the First World War that a pernicious change 
came over the Round Table organisation, and 


its original purpose was subtly altered under 


the influence of Lionel Curtis. Curtis’s view 
of the Empire was that it should merely 
prepare primitive races for self-government. 
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IMPERIAL VISIONARY 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


Milner was absent from Paris during most 
of the post-war treaty-making, despite being 
Secretary of State for the Colonies. This was 
largely due to his hostility to the League of 
Nations, which Eo rightly saw as a threat to 
his proposed “League of British Nations’. 
Unfortunately, Curtis went in his stead. 

After the American senate refused to 
support US membership of the League, 
President Wilson’s sinister aide, ‘Colonel’ 
House, began negotiations with Curtis. 
Together they formed the Royal Institute of 
International Affairs and its American 
counterpart, the Council on Foreign 
Relations, from the Round Tables. These 
groups sought a federation of the whole 


world, regardless of racial boundaries. All 


those who had designs on ruling this ‘Brave 
New World’ joined RIA and CFR. Predict- 
ably, unsavoury financiers like the Rocke- 
fellers, Warburgs, Schiffs and Baruchs and 
their ilk got in on the act. However, the true 
character of the RITA and CFR did not 


become obvious until after Milner’s death in 


1925. 

As Colonial Secretary, Milner found his 
time preoccupied with Egyptian disorders. 
He could not concentrate on forging imperial 
unity by means of regular imperial cabinet 
meetings as he desired. Nevertheless, he 
achieved the important concession of equal 
partner status between the Dominions and 
Britain. Finally he retired exhausted in 1921. 

Right up to the end, Milner remained true 
to his belief in a racial empire of free and 
equal states. He wrote in 1923:- 


“We can only fraternise with those with whom 

we have something in common, morally or spirit- 

ually speaking — in other words, a community of 

Tace, language, civilisation, history, tradition and 

‘ideals, which form the basis of the link between 

Great Britain and the Dominions. It is not the 

Same when we are dealing with the other, the 

dependent Empire.”” 

Milner would have sympathised with the 
socialist Peter Curran, who said in 1900 of the 
Empire: **In England there are thousands of 
homes on which the sun has never risen.”” But - 
Milner’s vision transcended this; it involved 
the social and economic emancipation of all 
people of British stock in a great worldwide 
union. As he said, ‘‘My patriotism knows no 
geographical but only racial limits.’’ Al- 
though Milner’s dream was not achieved in 
his lifetime, it could still — with some 
appropriate alteration in nomenclature — 
become a reality. 


REVIEWS 


A wealth of good quotes 


A TRADITIONALIST’S ANTHOLOGY 
(Elizabeth Lady Freeman). Available from 
BNP Book Service at £10 (inc. p&p). 


ELIZABETH LADY FREEMAN was a life- 
long supporter of the nationalist cause in 
Britain who died after a car accident near her 
home in the Isle of Mull a short time ago. She 
was a member of the League of Empire 
Loyalists and a sponsor of Candour newsletter 
when both were run by A.K. Chesterton. She 
supported the National Front until its break up 
in 1980 and was subsequently a supporter of 
the British National Party as well as the 
Candour League, which has kept Candour 
going, as well as distributing the general 
writings of A.K. Chesterton, since the latter’s 
death in 1973. 


In the dock for ‘heresy 


THE GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL 
(Michael A. Hoffman ID). Available from 
BNP Book Service at £4.50 (inc. p&p). 
THE INSTITUTE FOR HISTORICAL 
REVIEW, publishers of this book, were kind 
enough to send us a complimentary review- 
er’s copy some time ago, and we have been 
tardy in printing the review of it that it 
deserves. With apologies to the Institute, we 
now make good that omission. 

The Great Holocaust Trial is about the court 
action in Canada taken by the Crown against 
Ernst Zundel, a Canadian citizen of German 
origin who has become the publisher and 
distributer of a wide range of literature 
questioning the ‘orthodox’ interpretation of 
modern history. Zundel, as well as being a 


man of much courage, has the asset of- 


considerable promotional flair, possibly 
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Shortly before her tragic accident, Lady 
Freeman finished the compilation of A Tradit- 


- ionalist’s Anthology, which is a fascinating 


selection of quotations from many writers, 
some well known and others not so well 
known, which in one way or another favour 
the ‘rightist’ view of politics. Much of the 
philosophy underlying these writings is 
Roman Catholic by religious conviction, but 
it is nevertheless largely favourable to a 
patriotic and national view of politics. It also 
includes many quotations from non-Catholic 


writers, such as Spengler and C.S. Lewis, 


Ivor Benson and C.H. Douglas. 

A Traditionalist’s Anthology will be partic- 
ularly helpful to writers of today who wish to 
promulgate the nationalist world view and 
who seek the moral support of famous pens of 


fitting the description of a publicity genius. 

This has resulted in his becoming a partic- 
ularly hated target of those whose wish is to 
Suppress free enquiry into certain ‘banned’ 
topics bearing on current affairs, in particular 
the vast output of one-sided propaganda deal- 
ing with what was alleged to have happened 
under the Nazis in Germany and German- 
occupied Europe. : 

Zundel migrated to Canada as a young man 
with no set political opinions. He was induced 
to start taking an interest in such matters, 
however, by witnessing the massive wave of 
anti-German racism put out by Hollywood 
and the rest of the Zionist controlled mass 
media, which contrasted paradoxically with 
their condemnation of ‘racism’ whenever it 
was applied against any other ethnic group. 
Interestingly enough, it was a French- 


yesteryear to underline their writings with 
appropriate quotes. 

The quotations are admirably arranged 
under various indexed headings, such as 
‘Suffering’, ‘Heroism’, ‘Hypocrisy’, “Faith”, 


“Violence”, ‘Duty’, ‘War’, ‘Civilisation’, 


‘Modernism’, ‘Freedom’, ‘Liberalism’, 
‘Discrimination and Equality’ , “Democracy”, 
‘Communism’, ‘Internationalism’ , ‘Conspir- 
acy’ and ‘Government’. In this way the 
quotes that can be useful are made easy to 
find. 

The book is 172 pages in length and is not 
illustrated. With this in mind, it may be 
considered a little highly priced at £10. This is 
not to detract, however, from its merit and its 
value to all patriots as a source of the wisdom 
of centuries. 


Canadian, Adrien Arcand, who, to quote 
Zundel himself, “‘turned me into a German.”’ 
Arcand, who had been active in Canadian 
politics in pre-war days, gave the young 
immigrant an insight into his mother 
country’s history that had been hid from him 
before, and under this influence Zundel began 
to campaign vigorously in Canada in defence 
of his own ethnic group. | 
Canada has laws to suppress free enquiry 
into the race issue possibly even more vicious 
and totalitarian than those operating in 
Britain, and in due course Zionist influence 
(which is enormously powerful in that 
country) was brought to bear in the taking out 
of a prosecution against Zundel for his 
ishing activities. The famed “Zundel 
Trial”, which took place in Toronto, gained 
Contd. on next page 


huge publicity throughout Canada and also, 
to some extent, the United States, while news 
of the event was almost wholly blacked out 
this side of the Atlantic. 

Zundel was defended by a brilliant lawyer, 
Doug Christie, who himself became some- 
thing of a celebrity by means of the case. An 
account of the prosecution and trial was given 
by Colin Jordan in this magazine some while 
ago. Zundel was found guilty but appealed. 


The most recent news of his appeal is given in 
a letter by Colin Jordan in our correspondence 
column of this issue, and from what Mr. 
Jordan says is encouraging. 

Michael Hoffman’s treatment of the trial is 
extremely well written and indeed one of the 
best descriptions that we have read. It puts the 
spotlight brilliantly on the gigantic edifice of 
hypocrisy on which ‘liberals’ build their 
regimes and outlook in countries such as 


HOW TO SILENCE THE 
OPPOSITION 


Canada. It also illustrates powerfully the 
lengths to which Zionists will go to silence 
any free spirit anywhere who dares to 
question their monopoly of public opinion 
and the false view of history it promotes. 

The Great Holocaust Trial would make an 
excellent birthday present for a friend or relat- 
ion who needs a little educating on the 
realities of life in the modern world, as well as 
a “must” for your own bookshelf. 


JEFFREY TURNER examines a student directive from the 


Jewish ADL 


TO ZIONISTS, ‘racism’, as is well known, 
is an evil when practised by Gentiles while 
being an unexcelled patriotic virtue when 
practised by Jews. While Jewish ‘racism’ 
is a quite justified defence mechanism for 
the preservation of the Jewish identity 
against threats to it from without, any 
‘racism’ on the part of Gentile commun- 
ities (and particularly white ones) is 
something that must be stamped out 
wherever and whenever it rears its head. 

It is in accordance with this formula that the 
Anti-Defamation League of B’nai B’rith, 
America’s main Jewish organisation for 
‘watching’ over non-Jews who have the 
temerity to want to safeguard their identity, 
has recently issued a circular of guidance and 
instruction to Jewish students on how to 
combat such ‘racism’ on the university 
campus. This circular is well worth reading, 
for it is equally instructive as to the workings 
of the mind of its author, one Sally Green- 
berg, whose given title is ‘Civil Rights 
Director’. Those of us in Britain who have 
experience of trying to win a hearing for the 
white racial point of view in universities in 
this country will find Miss Greenberg’s 
directives more than a little familiar. 

The circular begins in a fit of generosity by 
saying: ‘‘Advocates of free speech correctly 
point out that extremist and racist speakers 


have a definite legal right to speak on 


campus.”” It then follows this by stating: 
“While they have a right to speak, however, 
colleges and universities are under no oblig- 
ation to provide them with a platform.’’ The 
calm chutzpah with which these totally 
contradictory assertions are placed together, 
one after another, is truly breathtaking to 
anyone who has not had previous insights into 
the workings of such minds as those of the 
writer. Just how is ‘‘a definite legal right to 
speak on campus”” maintained if colleges and 
universities are under no obligation to provide 
a platform to those wishing to exercise it? 
Miss Greenberg does not seem to suppose that 
such an obvious question will arise in the 


NEW ENGLAND REGIONAL OFFICE 
ANTI-DEFAMATION LEAGUE 
of B'NAI B'RITH 
72 Franklin Street, Suite 504, Boston, Mass. 02116 


Memorandum 

To: pee 

Student <n a and Leaders 
‘Sat Sally Greg e Civil Rights Director 
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Date: : 

February 24,[(719286 
Subject: 


We have compiled what we believe will be a very 
valuable set of guidelines for dealing with the presence of 
a racist or extremist speaker on your campuses. We rave 
crafted the guidelines to avoid any First Amendment 
problems that might result from your actions. 


Guidelines for racist and extremist 


speakers on Campus 


WHAT TO DO TO SHUT THEM UP 
Opening section of the Anti-Defamation League circular 


heads of those to whom the circular is 
addressed! 

Miss Greenberg goes on to say: ‘‘There is 
nothing wrong with criticising publicly the 
choice of a public speaker. Criticism is not 
censorship and cannot be seen as an affront to 
academic freedom. After all, such criticism 
involves the exercise of our rights to freedom 
of speech.”” 

Thus does the writer, after having skipped 
off the “free speech’ waggon, quickly skip 
onto it again in the space of just three short 
statements of belief! In just what does she 
actually believe? 

But here Miss Greenberg has a ready-made 
answer. ““...you may want to argue,” she 
says, “that racist and extremist speakers 
should not be funded from mandatory student 
activities fees. Show that it is morally wrong 
to force Jewish and other students to pay the 
fees of speakers who will come to revile them 
and the principles they hold dear.” 

This would be all very fine if Miss Green- 
berg were to apply that same rule to other 


categories of speaker which might be equally 
offensive to other types of students paying 
fees. But she does not. As is very well known 
in this country as well as in America, ‘anti- 
racist’ students of all stripes are only too 
pleased to fund from student union fees any 
kind of speaker they fancy — including the 
advocates of terrorism — without thinking 
that many students to whom these speakers 
are deeply offensive might similarly want to 
contract out of paying the fees by which such 
appearances are financed. 


‘RACISTS’ AND ‘EXTREMISTS’ 


Here note also, for the second time, the 
coupling of the words ‘racist’ and ‘extremist’. 
Are ‘racists’ the only extremists? Are they 
indeed ‘extremists’ at all? And, even if they 
are, does the ADL object to other ‘extremists’ 
being allowed to speak? Apparently not! 

Miss Greenberg proceeds then to urge 
students to ‘raise the question of the true 
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HOW TO SILENCE 
THE OPPOSITION 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


source of request for the speaker. Is it really 
coming from a constituent part of the campus 
community or is it coming from an off- 
campus group that wants to use the school for 
its own ends?”” 

Surely, such a question is hardly even 
relevant. If the subject matter of the speech is 
something of interest and genuine public 
concern, why should it matter from which 
quarter the first initiative to invite the speaker 
came? If it did not in fact come from the 
““campus community””, then that is a black 
mark for that community, since it indicates 
that those in control of the community want to 
keep certain types of subject away from 
discussion. If it came from outside that 
community, it nevertheless must have 
received the endorsement of the community 
for the invitation to be made. So where does 
this argument take us? Is the real object of 
Miss Greenberg's directive to get students to 
intimidate certain members of the campus 
community by putting the spotlight on them 
as having been the ones to initiate the awful 
deed? If not, it is difficult to see the point of 
raising the matter. 


SECURITY 


Very interesting indeed is Miss Green- 
berg’s next exhortation. “‘If the speech is to 
be held,’’ she says, ‘‘it should be held in a 
reasonably secure location to allow for 
maximum security. If this is to be an opprtun- 
ity for the free exchange of ideas, and not a 
public circus, admission should be limited in 
most cases to those with valid university ID 
cards. Speakers must allow for questioning in 
a calm, non-intimidating atmosphere. A 
lecture is not a rally.”” | 

Of course no-one would quarrel with any of 
these propositions — providing that univers- 
ity campus political life these days was 
conducted in the type of ‘‘calm, non-intimid- 
ating atmosphere’’ that Miss Greenberg 
describes. We know, however, that this is not 
the case, either in America or Britain. In the 
vast majority of the places of ‘learning’ to 
which the writer refers, left-wing militants 
within student communities exercise such 
effective physical control that they can in fact 
wreck, or beforehand prevent by threat of 
violence, any meeting featuring any speaker 
of whom they disapprove. Therefore, the 
reference to the desirability of a ““calm, non- 
intimidating atmosphere’’ is pure humbug. 
The students present, and not any of those 
who come as supporters of the ‘racist’ 
speaker, will ensure that such an atmosphere 
is not allowed to prevail. 

Confirmation of what is in Miss Green- 
berg’s mind is provided in the very next para- 
graph, where she says that students should 
““work with campus and local officials to 
ensure that security for the event is entirely 
‘under their control. Speakers should not be 
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allowed to control and/or intimidate members 


of the campus community with their own 
security force. Any bodyguards or aides that 
do come should not be armed and should not 
be allowed to come into direct physical 
contact with the audience...”” 

Translated into honest language, this 
means simply the following: ‘‘Speakers 
branded as ‘extremist’ (i.e. ‘racist’)- should 
not be allowed to bring with them any people 
able to secure their own protection — or if 
they do those people should be placed where 
they cannot carry out such protection effect- 
vely. ‘‘Direct physical contact with the 
audience’’ obviously means in a position to 
prevent such an audience silencing the 
speaker by physical violence or keeping up a 
chorus of massed chanting which will drown 


his words and effectively bring his speech to a 


close. 

Instead, ‘security’ is to be the responsibil- 
ity of ‘the campus’. Well, we know exactly 
what that means! In one case after another 
that we have witnessed in this country — and 
America is probably no different — no 
campus security force has ever proved 
capable of protecting a speaker against a 
rampaging red mob. Either the so-called 
“security” force is itself allied to the red mob 
and part of it or, if not, it is comprised of such 
pitiful wimps that, when the chips are down, 
surrender to the mob is certain. 

In fact, today the only assurance that a 
speaker of whom the university left disapp- 
roves will get a fair hearing on a university 
platform is for him to bring his own security 
force with him. Miss Greenberg of course 
knows this, and that is why she is determined 
that this should not be allowed. 

As for ‘intimidating’ members of the 
campus community, this means simply 
preventing members of the campus 
community wrecking the meeting and beating 
the speaker up. Were it to mean anything else, 
what sense would there be in it? A speaker 
goes to speak on a campus in order to 
persuade those in the campus community to 
support his point of view. In just what way is 
he going to do this by ‘intimidating’ them? 


‘SHARING THE PLATFORM’ 


Miss Greenberg goes on to say: *“Look into 
who will be sharing the platform with the 
speaker. Point out that university officials 
should not share the podium with the speaker, 
lest the institution be seen as supporting the 
S er and his message. Argue that there is 
no justification for campus radio stations to 
broadcast the speech live into the surrounding 
community.’ 

To which two propositions one must reply: 
why not? And again, why not? If the sharing 
by a university official of a platform with a 
“non-racist” speaker is not regarded as an 
endorsement of the view of that speaker (and 
we know of nowhere where it is) why on earth 
should it be so in case of a platform shared 
with a ‘racist’ speaker? As for the proposition 
that such sharing of a platform would imply 
“support” for the speaker, that is just arrant 


nonsense. 

And why should such a speech not be 
broadcast on radio, if others are? Today radio 
and TV are vital media for the communication 
of news and views. Why should ‘racists’ be 
denied such communication and others 
allowed it? 

But to continue. Miss Greenberg's next 
preoccupation is with the idea that students 
should **work to provide all groups on 
campus with accurate information on the 
speaker, his background, his deeds and his 
ideas. Confront him and his supporters with 
his own words. Point out his connections to 
other unsavoury elements (e.g. Farrakhan’s 
ties to Gadaffi, Metzger, Butz and assorted 
right-wing extremists). Show that he repres- 
ents only a negative force in society. ADL 
fact-finding and research capabilities are 
second to none in this area.”” 

In other words, do everything possible to 
divert the audience from the case the speaker 
is actually presenting. Sidetrack the discuss- 
ion away from the actual issues and onto 
personal smears and condemnation. Connect 
him with anyone you choose whose name 
might have an unsavoury ring, whether the 
connection is true or otherwise. In short, do- 
everything to focus attention away from what 
the speaker is actually saying! 


NEED FOR ALLIES 


‘‘It is crucial,’’ continues Miss Greenberg, 
““that the issue on campus is not seen as Jews 
versus Blacks, etc. It is important to dominate 
the moral high ground (sic!) by defining the 
controversy as all people of goodwill against 
racism and bigotry. Involve as many non- 
Jews and non-Whites as possible. Bring in a 
broad coalition of faculty, administration, 
campus clergy and student leadership 
figures. Point out, for instance, that a Farra- 
khan on campus is morally equivalent to a 
cross-burning rally. Dissuade some Jewish 
students from trying to bring onto campus 
Jewish extremists (i.e. JDL and JDO) who 
would only cloud the issues and further 
polarise the community.?”” 

Here again, the message is clear: Do every- 
thing possible to present the impression that it 
is not the Jews on the campus who wish to 
ostracise speakers putting forward the racial 
point of view, for that would start many 
students thinking along ‘dangerous’ lines. 
Give the appearance of the whole of the 
campus acting with the Jews in this regard, 
even if in fact the Jewish element is the 
driving force in the ‘anti-racist’ agitation! 

And as for preventing **Jewish extremists”” 
such as the JDL and JDL (Jewish Defence 
League and Jewish Defence Organisation) 
onto the campus, this is hardly surprising, for 
these groups comprise special Jewish 
‘nasties’, who would jeopardise the ‘sweet’ 
and ‘reasonable’ face that the ADL obviously 
wants Jewish students to present to everyone! 

Miss Greenberg makes her penultimate and 
last telling point when she says: ‘‘Point out to 
university officials that the greatest damage 
that such a speaker does is his poisoning of the 

Contd. on page 20 


SIR: As a postscript to my article in the May 
1985 Spearhead on the Zundel trial in Canada 
— which article ended with the details of an 
appeal lodged against Zundel’s conviction for 
disputing the ‘Holocaust’ — good news has 
just come through that the 5 appeal court 
judges who heard the appeal last September, 
and postponed their decision until now, have 
decreed that there must be a new trial. In so 
doing they have uphold the defence’s 


submission that the original trial was defect- 


ive in that evidence in favour of the accused 
was improperly excluded; inadmissible 
evidence of the Crown was improperly 
admitted; the process of jury selection was 
improper; and there were numerous errors in 
law. 

COLIN JORDAN 

Harrogate, Yorks. 


SIR: The BBC programme Science Now on 
Radio 4 sometimes contains some interesting 
snippets of information, and the edition on the 
26th January of this year dealt with the subject 
of infection. The very emphatic statement 
was made by the scientist being interviewed, 
and in no way called into question by the 
interviewer, that ‘‘hybridisation reduces 
resistance to infection.”” 

The specific example being discussed was 
hybridisation in mice, and there was 
obviously no reference made to the connotat- 
ions for racial hybridisation in homo-sapiens, 
but the statement was obviously intended to 
apply to all animal life and would equally 
apply to interbreeding between disparate 
races of human kind. 

We know what conclusions to draw. 

R.D. MOLESWORTH 
Cheltenham, Glos. 


SIR: Appropos of your comment on the 
decision of the Royal Court Theatre to cancel 
the showing of the play Perdition on account 
of its being distasteful to the Jewish commun- 
ity, you may have read the article by Paul 
Johnson in The Sunday Telegraph following 
this event. 


This article would have been more approp- ` 


riate in the columns of Comic Cuts. Johnson 
writes of ‘‘the Big Lie’’ which repudiates the 
orthodox view of the “Holocaust” and also 
speaks of the *“sinister”” nature of such books 
as The Protocols of the Elders of Zion, but I 
wonder if he could substantiate the assertion 


that the Protocols were manufactured by the 


Tsarist secret police? 


The story of the ‘Six Million” and the ‘gas 
ovens’ is trotted out as usual — and assumed 
to be historical fact. Alleged ‘collaboration’ 
between Jews and Nazis is hard to swallow, 
as Hitler, I believe, wanted to pack all the 
Jews off to Madagascar. 

The play Perdition was probably nonsense, 
but the stopping of it did provide an illustrat- 
ion of the ability and determination of certain 
Jewish interests to keep the lid on free enquiry 
for a bit longer. 

With regard to Mr. Tipping’s article in the 


January issue, by all means withdraw from 


the EEC but not so that British people can 
enjoy being tried under British law! You 
yourself know full well what a farce this is, as 
today it is only used by the super-rich, who 
can bribe their way out of court, and those 
‘well in’ with the establishment — and we 
know who they are! Another segment of the 
populace, the destitute, can use the law, but 
only so that the legal profession can milk the 
taxpayers by allegedly providing ‘legal aid’. 
This, the Lord Chancellor said recently, was 
““cascading out of sight”” (though cascades 
usually run downwards). He was naive 
enough to suggest that something should be 
done about it! 

The legal profession (currently self-regul- 
ating) is Public Enemy No. 1 and urgently 
needs a clean-up. 

(Dr.) T.S. MORLEY 
Douglas, Isle of Man 


SIR: I am an American of British origin living 
in England. I joined the US Navy as a tnid- 
shipman in 1964, angry at the fact that the 
United States had not used many black men as 
front line troops in World War II. I could not 
understand why only white men were consid- 


ered ‘good enough’ to fight for their country. 


On passing out at the naval academy, I 
transferred to the US Marines and served two 


combat tours of Vietnam. It was during the 
second of these that I learned of the difficul- 
ties involved in leading black men in the field. 
I had so many problems with the Blacks in my 
platoon that I asked my CO to remove them 
from combat duty. Of course that was just 
what they wanted, but I wanted to return 
home alive. On one reconnaissance patrol we 
were laid low ina large field of dense vegetat- 
ion, after hearing what we thought were 
voices in the distance; two black members of 
my platoon, obviously high on drugs, decided 
it was time to have a dance and a sing-song. 
My sergeant wanted to shoot them, but regret- 
fully I had to stop him. Luckily, there were no 
Vietcong in the area. 

I put so many Blacks on charges of one 
kind or another that my batallion CO 
approached me on the subject, saying: ‘‘I 
know the black guys are giving us some prob- 
lems but you know what’s going to happen if 
you continue a vendetta against them!”” At the 
time I had every Black in my platoon on a 
charge but, believe me, those charges were 
completely justified. 

I would perhaps have had more sympathy 
with the attitudes taken by the Blacks under 


_ my command if it wasn’t for the fact that they 


had all joined the US Marines voluntarily and 

had not been caught up in the draft. From 

Army officers I knew at the time, I learnt that 
the situation in the Army was much worse. 

(Major) DAN E. SALISBURY 

US Marines (Retired) 

Sutton Coldfield, W. Midlands 


SIR: I see that Mr. Harvey Proctor, Tory MP 
for Billericay, is in the news again in connect- 
ion with allegations of kinky homosexual 
practices. Isn’t it about time that Mr. Proctor 
made a frank public statement as to whether 
he is queer or not and, if so, was disowned by 
his party and made to resign his seat? 
E.T. CORBETT (Mrs.) 
Filey, Yorks. 
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BOOKS! BOOKS! BOOKS! 


BNP Book Service 
P.O.Box 446 
London SE23 2LS 


PLEASE READ THIS CAREFULLY! 


In view of recent convictions secured against certain 
party personnel under existing race laws, and in view of 
new laws shortly to come into force, it will be necessary 
as from about the Spring of this year to withdraw from 
circulation certain books now being sold by our service. 


THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS (A.K. Chesterton) 
£3.00 (52p). An exposure of the financial power that 
seeks to dragoon mankind into a global police state. 
1972, 255pp. : 


THE CAMP OF THE SAINTS (Jean Raspail) £2.40 
(98p). A sensational novel about the destruction of the 
white world by Asian immigrant invasion. 1973, 31 łpp. 


THE BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM (Prof. 
W.C. George) £1.00 (22p). The race equality hoax 
destroyed by an academic expert. 70pp. 


DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard 
Harwood) 50p (12p). The fact-filled pamphlet that 
a the Holocaust legends and evoked Zionist frenzy. 
pp. 
THE HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY 
(Prof. A.R. Butz) £2.40 (59p). A scientist applies 
clinical methods to an investigation of the “Holocaust' 
ae completely dissects the myth. 2nd edition 1977, 
1Spp. 


THE MONEY BOMB (James Gibb Stuart) £3.95 
(34p). Discwigses the failure of our debt-based financial 
system and describes its role in creating inflation. 1983, 
158pp. 


RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDUCATION, 30p 

(13p). A reply to the notorious NUT race-mixing 

ga: packed with facts and cogent argument. 1979, 
Opp. 

RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 30p (12p). 

Shows that a sense of racial identity is an essential 

element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 


RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 
(H.B. Isherwood) 30p (12p). Shows that racial integ- 
ration is not ordained by Christianity but that the reverse 
is true. 1970, 16pp. 


THE LEMMING FOLK (James Stuart Gibb) £7.95 
(66p). A witty and factual examination of current attit- 
udes and intellectual fashion that are threatening our 
future. 1980, 246pp. 


THE GRAND DESIGN (Douglas Reed) £2.00 (18p). 
A behind-the-scenes look at modern world history. 1977, 
45pp. 

THE DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY (Wilmot Robert- 
son) £7.50 (£1.82). This book has attracted worldwide 
attention, dealing as it does with racial problems in 
America — and not simply the black-white situation. 2nd 
edition 1981, 613pp. 


RACE AND REALITY (Carleton Putnam) £4.00 
(40p). A companion volume and supplement to Race and 
Reason, showing how the truth about the race issue has 
been suppressed by interested parties. 1967 (rep. 1977), 
192pp. 

VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50 (34p). 


The sequel to the same author’s widely -ameaimed Dis- 
possessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 113pp. 


THE GLOBAL MANIPULATORS (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50 (34p). While the author repudiates any conspira- 
torial view of world events, he still provides a compre- 
hensive exposure of the organisation and influence of the 
Bilderburg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 
95pp. 

PEACE STUDIES IN OUR SCHOOLS — PROPA- 
GANDA FOR DEFENCELESSNESS (John Marks) 
£2.95 (40p). An important book on a major current 
educational scandal: the indoctrination of schoolchildren 
by pacifist and unilateralist ‘educationalists’. This 
topical and factual study makes it plain that we are not 
simply confronted with odd teachers here and there 
abusing their positions but a whole network of organisat- 
ions and institutions, some publicly funded, co-ordinat- 
ing their attack on young people’s minds. 1984, 63pp. 


THE ZIONIST CONNECTION (Alfred M. Lilien- 
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out to BNP Book Service. 


thal) £13.00 (£1.82). The second edition of a sensational 
exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power politics. 


1982, 904pp. 


TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
50p (12p)’ Text of a memorandum to the Royal Comm- 
ission on Criminal Procedure entitled: Infiltration of the 
government by members of subversive or criminal organisat- 
ions for the purpose of furthering the interests of those organ- 
isations. 1979, 24pp. 


A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. Kitty 
Little) 50p (12p). Updates the above, giving details of 
the destructive effects of treaties foisted on Britain. 1984, 
66pp. 


THE COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER (Correlli 
Barnett) £8.95 (£1.41). A welcome reissue of a vitally 
important book first published in 1972. Shows how liber- 
alism and lack of political realism brought about Britain’s 
20th century decline in the political, industrial and mili- 
tary fields. 643pp. 


THE ZUNDEL TRIAL AND FREE SPEECH (Doug 
Christie) £2.25 (18p). The defence counsel’s address to 
the jury in the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel for daring to 
question the Holocaust myth. A ringing defence of free 
enquiry and free speech. 1985, 32pp. 


F.D.R. — THE OTHER SIDE OF THE COIN 
(Hamilton Fish) £5.00 (52p). An exposure of Roose- 
velt’s war guilt and trickery by a former associate. 1976, 
255pp. 


RACE AND REASON (Carleton Putnam) £4.00 
(40p). A plain, unemotional account of the race issue that 
has been an invaluable contribution to the debate ever 
since it was first published. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 


STATE SECRETS (Count Leon de Poncins) £3.50 
(59p). A study of some little known state documents that 
throw much light on recent history. 1975, 191pp. 


CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £1.50 (18p). An 
examination of some of the facts of recent history that 
have not found their way into textbooks and newspapers. 
1974, 48pp. 


THE CONTROVERSY OF ZION (Douglas Reed) 
£9.00 (£1.41). A best-seller in nationalist circles ever 
since its publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations 
since biblical times, packed with little-known and long- 
suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 


THE NAMELESS WAR (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£2.50 (34p). An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War, including inform- 
ation on previous upheavals. The author had the honour 
of being imprisoned without trial for four years during the 
war, despite his status as a member of parliament. 
Originally, published 1952, 128pp. 


NATURE’S ETERNAL RELIGION (Ben Klassen) 
£6.70 (98p). A controversial and hard-hitting book out- 
lining the author’s ideal of a new religion based on the 
right to survival of the white race. The author in present- 
ing his ideas on this matter makes it plain who represents 
the threat to white survival. 1973, 508pp. 


THE WHITE MAN’S BIBLE (Ben Klassen) £6.70 
(98p). A companion volume to the same author’s 
Nature’s Eternal Religion in which he expands his concept 
of Creativity as the future religion of the white race. 
1981, 451pp. 


-EXPANDING CREATIVITY (Ben Klassen) £4.20 


(52p). A selection of the best articles written by the 
author in his paper Racial Loyalty. 1985, 255pp. 


The details of these books will be announced later. 

Between now and then all persons wishing to buy 
books who are not members of the British National Party 
will require to register as members of the BNP Book Club, 
for which a fee of 50p a year will be payable. 


BUILDING A WHITER AND BRIGHTER WORLD 
(Ben Klassen) £4.20 (52p). A follow-on from Expanding 
Creativity, containing a further selection of articles from 
later issues of Racial Loyalty. 1985, 270pp. 


We should perhaps make it plain that the above books by Ben 
Klassen aie strongly critical of the Christian religion and that 
the many Christians we are glad to number among our 
customers will find much in these books to disagree. 


THE SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED (W. Grim- 
stad) £2.50 (66p). Examines not only the ‘Holocaust’ 
but other topics involved in the Jewish Question, includ- 
ing the exploitation of the ‘anti-semitic’ smear. 1977, 
170pp. 

NUREMBERG AND OTHER WAR CRIMES 
TRIALS: A NEW LOOK (Richard Harwood) 75p 
(34p). A scholarly exposure of this cynical travesty of 
justice. 1978, 68pp. 


RACIAL KINSHIP (H.B. Isherwood) 30p (12p). A 
further well-argued presentation of the case for ‘racism’ 
by the author of Race and Politics. 1974, 36pp. 


ARCHITECTS OF CONSPIRACY (William P. 
Hoar) £15.00 (£1.41). One of the most serious and 
detailed accounts of financial manipulation ever pub- 
lished. From the time of the American Revolution to the 
present, we are given names, dates and facts. The 
material originally appeared in the journal American 
Opinion. 1984, 361pp. 


THE TURNER DIARIES (Andrew MacDonald) 
£1.50 (34p). A powerful novel describing the fight-back 
of the white man in America. A futuristic fantasy that 
might not be so fantastic after all. 1980, 211pp. 


CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.00 (52p). Text of lecture by the author, a 
brilliant scholar, to New England rally for God, Family 
and Country in 1966. 76pp. 


AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £3.50 
(46p). A collection of articles and reviews on various 
aspects of the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 
375pp. 


POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00 (52p). A study of the purpose and function of polit- 
ical power and the elements which wield it in the present 
century. 1982, 101pp. 


THE ENEMY OF EUROPE (Francis Parker Yockey 
& Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £6.00 (75p). Thought-prov- 
oking essay on the powers set on destroying the European 
peoples, written by Yockey, accompanied by a review of 
the same work by Prof. Oliver. 1981, 240pp. 


1.0. AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES (Prof. Henry 
Garrett) £1.00 (12p). Clear and concise summary of the 
evidence of racial differences in intelligence and their 
significance in education. 1980, 57pp. 


THE UNHOLY ALLIANCE (Patrick Walsh) £2.25 
(56p). A former Canadian undercover police officer 
exposes the dirty tricks employed by Zionists and Comm- 
unists to misdirect and destroy patriotic groups and to 
suppress free enquiry. 1986, 34pp. 


IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH (Prof. 
Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00 (50p). An entertaining survey of 
modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 1983, 
94pp. 

THE USES OF RELIGION (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.00 (12p). Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. 


THE GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL (Michael A. 
Hoffman IT) £4.00 (50p). Extremely comprehensive and 
well written report on the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel 
in Canada, also covered in The Zundel Trial and Free . 
Speech. 1985, 95pp. 


OTHER PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


B.N.P. STATEMENT OF POLICY 


An up-to-date resume of the main political objectives of 
the British National Party. 22p post-free from: PO Box 
446, London SE23 2LS. 


B.N.P. ELECTION MANIFESTO 1983 


Booklet outlining the policies on which the British Nat- 
ional Party fought the 1983 General Election. Entitled 
Vote for Britain (23pp). 42p post-free trom: PO Box 446, 
London SE23 2LS. 


B.N.P. LEAFLETS 


Fed up with the party politicians? Reprint of a popular 
old Nationalist leaflet, brought up to date. Deals with 
British National Party policies on the main national 
issues. 

Have you been thrown on the scrapheap by foreign 
imports? This leaflet deals with unemployment and ex- 
plains in simple terms how millions of British jobs are 
being destroyed by the international free trade policies of 
successive governments. A brief and concise argument 
for economic nationalism. 


Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 
with muggings, rapes and other violent attacks on def- 
enceless pecple, giving examples of specific cases. Calls 
‘for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. 


This is OUR country. Leaflet questioning people on 


their views about race riots and multi-racialism and tell- . 
ing them that if they answer affirmatively their place is ` 


with the British National Party. Features vivid picture of 
riot area in flames. 


These leaflets cost £4.50 per 1,000 with postage costs at 
£2.23 for 1,000, £2.65 for 2.000 and £3.10 for 3.000. 
Orders with cash to PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 


B.N.P. POSTERS 


Large posters (17.7in. x 25.2in) 


Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Collage of 1981 riot photos, with BNP name 
and address and logo in red, white and blue. Limited 
quantities left in stock. Not being reprinted. 

Plain poster. Contains BNP name and address and logo 
in red, white and blue. Remaining space empty for slogan 
to be filled in that is appropriate to the occasion. Avail- 
able only to accredited BNP regional. branch or group 
Organisers. E 

These large-size posters cost: 1-9 at 12p each: 10-19 at 
10p each; 20-49 at 8p each; 50 or over at 6p each. Estim- 
ate postage at weight of 20g for | poster. 


Medium-sized posters (12.6in. x 17.7in.) 


Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Collage of 1985 riot photos. 

Oppose the disarmers! Build up our forces! Make 
Britain strong! Photo of Royal Marine in action with 
machine gun. 

She freezes in winter while Third World gets £1,000 
million a year. Put British people before aliens! Photo 
of old lady by unlit fire. 

Support Ulstér: smash terrorism. Hang IRA murder- 
ers! Drawing of man holding hangman’s rope with wife 
and youngster and flag in background. 

Protect British jobs: ban imports! Special unemploy- 
ment poster with photo of Japanese cars coming off boat. 
CND are Moscow’s puppets. Don’t be fooled by them. 
Keep Britain’s bomb. Drawing of Soviet Army General 
manipulating nuclear disarmers on puppet strings. 
Protect our women and old folk: stamp out muggers! 
Drawing of typical mugging gang. 


These posters contain the BNP name and address and 
logo in red, white and blue and are priced: 1-9 at 12p 
each; 10-19 at 10p each; 20-49 at 8p each; 50 or over at 6p 
each. Postage should be estimated on the basis of one 
poster weighing 10g. 

Orders with cash to PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 


NEW B.N.P. STICKERS 

New stickers with sloagns:- 

Fight subversion: smash Communism! 

Put British people before aliens! (same as poster). 
Start repatriation! 

Make Britain strong! (same as poster). 

Ban imports! (same as poster). 

Stamp out muggers! (same as poster). 

Hang IRA murderers! (same as poster). 


Keep Britain’s bomb! (same as poster). 

Protect our young from child murderers: bring back 
the rope! 

Scrap the Anglo-Irish Agreement: Keep Ulster Brit- 
ish! 

Love the white race: protect its future! 


‘Abortion is child-murder: make it illegal! 


Protect us from AIDS: outlaw homosexuality! 

Get Britain out of the Common Market! 

Stickers with BNP name and address and logo in red, 
white and blue. Price: £4 per 1,000 plus 98p p&p. Orders 
with cash to PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 


B.N.P. RECORDINGS 

Rally ‘82: Speeches from the BNP national rally in Lon- 
don on October 16th 1982, the theme of which was 
‘*Unite and fight for Britain’s future!”” 

Side |: Includes speech by Charles Parker. 

Side 2: Speech by John Tyndall. 

Voices of Nationalism: 

Side 1: Speeches from the Nationalist Unity rally in Lon- 
don on September 5th 1981. Hear John Tyndall, Kenneth 
McKilliam, Len Bearsford-Walker and others. 

Side 2: Talk by John Tyndall on the theme: *“The coming 
British Revolution’ ’. 


Tvndall speaks I: Two studio talks:- 


ò 


Side 1: Laik on theme of ‘‘Our Anglo-Saxon heritage‘, 


(about the worldwide dispersion of the peoples of British 
stock). 

Side 2: Talk on theme of **Britain’s economic crisis””. 
Tyndall speaks II: Two studio talks:- 

Side |: Talk on the theme of **The case for Nationalism’’ 
(the internationalist argúment demolished). 

Side 2: Talk on the theme of **Tragedy of the 20th Cen- 
tury (analysis of the Second World War). 

Tyndall speaks III: Two studio talks:- 


Side 1: Talk on the theme of **Why we must repatriate”. | 


Side 2: Talk on the theme of ** Foundations of the national 
community’* (Discourse on Racial Nationalism and its 
concepts of government and citizenship). 

Cassette recordings available at £3.50 plus 15p peep. Orders 
with cash to: PO Box 446, London SE23 215. 


B.N.P. BADGES 
British National Party badges available for £1.25 post- 
free from PO Box 457, London SE20 7QE. 


B.N.P. SHIELD 

Attractively designed British National Party shield 
carved in wood and containing two crossed Union Jacks 
with the worlds **British National Party — for race and 
nation'*. Ideal for your mantlepiece or wall. Available at 
£15 post-free. Orders with cash to: Plymouth BNP, PO 
Box 75, Plymouth PLI 1SQ. 


BRITISH NATIONALIST SONG TAPE 
Containing 9 songs, including Boys of the Bulldog Breed, 
Britain is my Home, White Men Awake!, My Skin is White, 
Sons of Britain, Britain is a White Man's Land, Members of 
the BNP, Soldiers of the BNP and Dear Motherland. 
Available at 3.50 plus 70p p&p. Copies of lyrics sent 
with each order. Orders with cash to Plymouth BNP, PO 
Box 75, Plymouth PL1 1SQ. 


B.N.P. TIES, SELF-ADHESIVE 
STICKERS, BEER MATS, BALL PENS 


Dark navy blue polyester necktie bearing BNP red, white 
and blue logo. Available at £4.50 post-free. 

BNP round stickers bearing party logo with name and 
address. 2'’2in diameter: £4.60 per roll of 500 inc. p&p 
(collected £4 per roll); 2in diameter £4.25 per roll of 500 
(collected £3.85 per roll); I Yin diameter: £3.25 per roll 
of 500 (collected £2.95 per roll). 

Oblong BNP stickers with party logo, name and address, 
with slogans:- (1) A new way forward for Britain; (2) 
Stop the riots — peace through repatriation; (3) 
Smash the IRA — keep Ulster British; (4) Release 
patriotic political prisoners; (5) Join us now! Make 
Britain a riot-free zone; (6) Our country — love it or 
lose it! £4.70 per roll of 500 inc. p&p. Rolls of 100 
stickers also available with different slogans — 
minimum order 500. 

BNP beer mats with party logo, name and address. 
Slogan: British Nationalism is working for our people 
— let’s rebuild Britain now! Ideal recruitment aid for 
leaving in pubs or for nationalist socials. Samples for £1 
or packs for £3/£5/£10 inc. p&p. 

BNP ball pens. Brown/gold retractable ball pen with clip: 


3 for £1 inc. p&p. White/blue ball pen 6 for £1 inc. p&p. 
Both types of pen stamped with party name. 

Stick pen with clip; publicity pencil; publicity pencil with 
rubber; teric ball pen; super retractable pen. One of each 
type for £1 inc. p&p. All stamped with party name. 


BNP branch fund cards. Sample card for 26p in stamps. 
10 cards for £1.50 inc. p&p. 


A4-size holocaust leaflet/poster. 100 for £3.40. Grim 
Statistics about the forgotten victims of the real 20th 
century Soviet holocaust. Good for distribution to 
opinion-formers. 


Orders with cash to Norwich BNP, PO Box 107, Norwich 
NR2 2SR. 


B.N.P. PENS AND DIARIES 

Pens bearing the slogan ‘‘British National Party — for 
race and nation””. Sample for 22p post-free.. 

Orders with cash to Liverpool BNP, PO Box 72, Liverpoo: 
L69 8A]. 


CANDOUR 


British views letter, founded by A.K. Chesterton to 
defend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 
national finance. Subscription £5 per year. Obtainable 
from: Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. GU33 7DD. 


THE THUNDERBOLT 


Hard hitting paper for American and other white race 
patriots. Sample copy for £1 from::PO Box 1211, 
Marietta, Ga. 30061, U.S.A. 


B.N.P. KEY RINGS 


Key rings with attachment containing BNP party logo in 
red, white and blue. £1.75 inc. p&p from: PO Box 457, 
London SE20 7QE. 
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POPULAR ITEMS 


Prices on this page 


BNP Recordings 


- TYNDALL SPEAKS It 


BNP Recordings 


Speeches by Charles Parker 
and Ray Hill 

SIDE 2 

Speech hy John Tyndall 


a re 


MULTIRACIAL BRITAIN: 
THE EXPERIMENT THAT FAILED 
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Greenwich: the aftermath 


AS THESE WORDS go to print, the Green- 
wich by-election, in which lan Dell is stand- 
ing as candidate for the British National 
Party, is two days away. By the time that this 
copy reaches the reader, the result of the 
election will be known. It is therefore not the 
easiest time to comment on things in a way 
that will make sense in retrospect. 

That lan Dell cannot win the seat is taken 
for granted. The important task of the BNP is 
to make an impact in the way of publicity by 
the output of its campaign literature and to 
record a result that is respectable and makes 
the media and the public sit up at the achieve- 
ment of a not negligible vote. 

Greenwich branch of the BNP has fought a 
good campaign which has done it credit 
considering its modest manpower resources. 
A printed election address was sent to every 


SUPPORT THESE 


FUNDS! | 


THERE ARE THREE important funds currently being 
operate. by the British National Party, all of which 
vitally need support in the immediate future. These are:- 


GENERAL ELECTION FUND 


The BNP aims to contest a minimum of 20 
seats in the next General Election with a full 
back-up campaign that will cost at least 
£1,000 per seat — plus, if possible, 30 more 
seats so as to qualify the party for broadcast- 
ing time. In every area local funda are being 
launched for this purpose but we need in 
addition a national fund to supplement and, if 
necessary, underwrite these local funds. 
Please make cheques out to: British National 
Party General Election Fund. 


HEADQUARTERS FUND 


The BNP hopes this year to open a head- 
quarters office in the London area staffed by a 
full-time office manager. We need money to 
finance this vital project. Some has already 
been raised but much more is required. Please 
make cheques out to: British National Party 
Headquarters Fund. 


LEGAL DEFENCE FUNDS 


Five London activists have recently been 
ordered to pay a total of £1,022 in fines and 
costs arising out of prosecutions incurred in 
the call of party duty, in the case of three 
through the damage done to the Mandela 
statue on the South Bank and two others 
through putting up stickers and posters. All 
contributions to these expenses should be sent 
to: PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 

Six activists from Yorkshire and the 
Midlands have been ordered to pay a total of 
£1,500 in fines and costs arising from out of 
an affray on the occasion of the BNP Remem- 
brance Day parade in York last November, 
when the party column was attacked by a red 
mob. Those wishing to help with these expen- 
ses should send their contributions to BNP 
Yorkshire Region, PO Box BR1O, Bramley, 
Leeds 13. 
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household in the constituency, and the work 
of organising and carrying out this task was 
undertaken entirely by the branch under the 
dedicated direction of the Branch Organiser 
and candidate’s Agent Terry Fitzgerald. 

In addition to this, extensive leafletting 
operations were conducted in the area under 
the direction of South London Regional 
Organiser Richard Edmonds. During the last 
days of the campaign, large wall and window 
posters were added to the arsenal of campaign 
publicity. 

What kind of result it will be for the BNP 
rests very largely on factors outside its 
control. The national news media, as could be 
predicted, gave almost no publicity to any 
except the three main party candidates. The 
BNP election rally, at which prominent party 
leaders spoke in support of the candidate, was 
not reported in one single paper, again in 
accordance with prediction. The effective- 
ness of the BNP challenge will have to depend 
very much on swings of voters’ moods, which 
are usually mercurial. | 

Disappointingly, the National Front chose 
to enter the fray with its own candidate, thus 
splitting the nationalist vote, after previously 
indicating that it would not do so. Obviously, 
the comparative performances of the Front 
and the BNP will be a matter of interest to 
nationalists. The BNP, logically, selected as 
candidate the same man who has been chosen 
to fight the seat in the next general election. 
The NF, by contrast, threw in one of its 
leading figures, whose name has been more 
highly publicised and who comes from 
outside the constituency. This candidate may 


have an advantage over lan Dell by virtue of — 


his name and his greater experience as propa- 
gandist and communicator. 

Both groups have depended for campaign 
workers on activists from all over the London 
area. Here the Front, with possibly larger 


BRITISH NATIONALIST 


British Nationalist is a tabloid published in 
support of the British National Party, normally 
on a monthly basis. Sample copies will be 
sent on receipt of 27p (covering p&p). Subs- 
cription for 12 issues is £3.45 (British Isles) or 
£4.00 (overseas surface mail). Bulk rates are 
as follows:- 


£1.20 plus 37p post 
£2.70 plus £1.00 post 
£4.80 plus £1.90 post 
£8.40 plus £2.35 post 
£12.00 plus £2.55 post 
£15.00 plus £2.75 post 
£21.00 plus £2.95 post 
£26.00 plus £3.25 post 
£32.00 ) Bulk rates 
£62.00 ) by Roadline 


10 copies 
25 copies 
50 copies 


100 copies 
150 copies 
200 copies 
300 copies 
400 copies 
500 copies 
1,000 copies 


Cheques/postal orders to British Nationalist, 
PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. Please keep 
orders and enquiries concerning British Nat- 
ionalist totally separate from other corres- 
pondence in order to avoid confusion and 
delay. 


reserves of active strength in London than the 
BNP (though not in most other parts of the 
country) may have been able to put more 
people on the ground in the crucial days 
before the poll. 

Will the BNP or the NF get the larger vote? 
This will depend, apart from the factors 
already mentioned, on whether the support 
for nationalism remains confined to the small 
‘hard core’ that has provided it throughout the 
1970s and earlier 1980s or whether national- 
ism can break ‘new ground’ among the 
voters, winning votes from the old parties. If 
the former should be the case, it is possible — 
though by no means certain — that the well 
established name of the Front (made famous 
mostly by people who were in the forefront of 
the party in the 1970s and have now left it) 
might be an advantage. On the other hand, it 
has always been our contention that the BNP 
has the greater potential to break the new 
ground among voters that must be broken if 
nationalism is to win mass support in Britain. 


Contd. on next page (top right) 


IN THIS MAGAZINE there occur from time 
to time articles and reports which reflect 
unfavourably on some sections of the 
racial minorities in Britain, such as facts 
about crime, rioting, etc. These facts, and 
any opinions that are expressed in 
connection with them, are intended to 
persuade our readers of the failure of 
multi-racialism, not to encourage anyone 
to express hatred against members of 
racial minority groups. We oppose this 
hatred because it is entirely counter- 
productive and diverts attention from the 
real issue, which is that native British 
Whites and coloured immigrants should 
be SEPARATED — in the interests of both. 
There are a number of members of racial 
minorities who agree with us in this view, 
and we welcome their co-operation in 
achieving our common goal, which is 
peaceful and humane repatriation or 
resettlement of racial minorities in 


countries overseas. 
We are fully aware, when we make refer- . 
ence to anti-social behaviour by racial 


minority members, that there is much 
anti-social behaviour also by native 
Whites, for instance football hooliganism, 
which is a mainly white phenomenon. 
When this anti-social behaviour by Whites 
occurs, we condemn it as much as we 
condemn similar behaviour by coloureds. 
Just as we feel it legitimate, however, to 
point out that football hooliganism is a 
form of behaviour for which Whites are 
mainly responsible, so we also maintain lt 
to be legitimate, when racial minorities are 
implicated in certain forms of anti-social 
or criminal behaviour out of proportion to 
their numbers, to report this frankly and to 
discuss its implications for Britain's 
future. 

in conclusion, we urge all those-who 
feel angered by the results of the multi- 
racial experiment not to vent their anger 
upon innocent members of racial 
minorities, but to join with us in taking 
lawtul political action to oppose the pollt- 
icians who have created the problem. 


GREENWICH: THE AFTERMATH 


(Contd. from prev.page) 


If the BNP scores higher in Greenwich, it is 
likely that there will be a substantial exodus of 
members from the NF into its ranks. If the NF 
scores higher, it is probable that party 
alignments will remain for the time being 


RIC = į much as they have done in the past. 
EDMONDS E As we have said, by the time these words 
a || are read all will be known. Either way, the 
given 6 month. BNP will continue on course, confident that 
ae for 18 f it will duly assume the leadership of the 
| nationalist movement in Britain, whether in 
the shorter or longer term. In the meantime, 
thanks to everyone who helped in Greenwich! 


Contact your local 
party unit 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is organ- 
ised into active units extending over most of the 
areas of the United Kingdom. Below we give a 
list of the local addresses of the main units:- 


NORTH LONDON 


PO Box 462, Greenwood Road, Hackney, 
London E8 4HH 


WEST LONDON 
PO Box 32, Greenford, Middx. UB6 8DS 


SOUTH LONDON 
PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS 


Bromley 
PO Box 457, -London SE20 7QE 


EAST KENT 
73 Shirkoak Park, Woodchurch, Ashford 


DEVON & CORNWALL 
PO Box 75, Plymouth PL1 1SQ 


EAST ANGLIA (NORTH) 
A9 Johnson Place, Norwich NR2 2SA 


EAST ANGLIA (SOUTH) 
2 Albert Road, Framlingham, Suffolk 


EAST MIDLANDS 
PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 


BIRMINGHAM 
PO Box 771, Great Barr, Birmingham B44 9LZ 


STOKE-ON-TRENT 
PO Box 320, Tunstall, Stoke 


Have been faite ey 7 
rated, and the likelihood of- 


qu ne unfortunate oe of 
has been that ute 


nding anil tu court amounting to 

- This and the other costs — 
oned result in an overall bill to pay 

£722. 

- A general appeal has been made to 
eryone to help meet this bill, but we 

eel that perhaps our readers and / 

‘supporters among the Whites in South — 
rica, in _ Solidarity with whom the 


pace. may wish especially to send — 


| contributions to this fund. If so, please LIVERPOOL 
The pn ae ee a attack remit monies to PO Box s » London _ PO Box 116, Liverpool L69 1SH 
| -SE23 2L . MANCHESTER 
PO Box 16, Salford M6 SEP 
YORKSHIRE 


Leeds € Bradford 
PO Box 10, Bramley, Leeds 13 


TYPESETTER & ORDINARY FUNDS 


Wakefield 
As was the case last month, we go to the printers again this PO Box 42, Wakefield 
month at a date when there has been little time for the receipt of Hull 
post resulting from our previous issue. It is therefore impossible PO Box 58, Hull HU6 7HR 
to make an accurate assessment of the monies sent in in answer TYNE & WEAR 
to our Typesetter Fund appeal in the last issue. Recently, PO Box 8, South Shields NE33 1LP 
ea we can Say that receipts for this fund have been smail, SCOTLAND 


PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL 


The BNP also has units in West Kent, Basing- 
stoke (Hants), Gloucestershire, Hertfordshire, 
Bedford, Cambridge, Devizes (Wilts), Brierley 
Hill (W. Midlands), Coventry, Burton-on-Trent, 
Bolton & Bury, Warrington, Halifax, Sheffield 
and Cardiff. If you want to make contact with any 
of these units, or start a new unit, please write to 
tg Head Office at: PO Box 446, London SE23 


ugh those for the ordinary fund have been satisfactory. 
e still need, at the latest gl to raise "diame £320 
to reach our target figure for the Typesetter Fun 
All contributions to both the Typesetter and ordinary funds 
will be gratefully accepted. Please send these to: PO Box 446, 
London SE23 2LS. Receipts are only sent for sums of £10 or over 
unless specially requested, in which case SAE would be apprec- 
iated. 
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HOW TO SILENCE 


THE OPPOSITION 
(Contd. from page 14) 


atmosphere of intergroup and interpersonal 
relations on campus. Bigots tear at the fabric 
of mutual trust that makes an intellectual 
enterprise possible. Tensions may be raised 
so that small acts of intimidation and violence 
among students and others break out. The bad 
feelings that are produced can last for many 
months if not years. In many ways, the speech 
itself is not the problem. The problem is the 
damage that can be done by the protracted 
controversy after the event...” 

Again, we must diagnose what Miss 
Greenberg is saying by reading between the 
lines here and using our knowledge, acquired 
by long experience, of the type of language 
employed by ‘anti-racists’ to justify their 
witch-hunts against those who disagree with 
them. Clearly, when the lady refers to the 
““poisoning of the atmosphere of intergroup 
and interpersonal relations’’ she is saying, in 
effect, that a statement made from a platform, 
even though it may be 100 per-cent scientif- 
‘ically true and correct, must be prevented if it 
has an adverse effect on somebody’s feelings. 
Indeed there is hardly any area of scientific or 
intellectual enquiry of which that could not be 


said. Merely because the broadcasting of 
certain ideas might ‘poison the atmosphere’ 
in certain quarters, that is reason enough to 
suppress it — even though it may contain a 
truth that it is vital to the whole of the future of 
civilisation to have examined and discussed. 
Were such criteria to have been allowed to 
apply to intellectual debate over the ages, 
mankind would still be locked in the darkest 
centuries of ignorance and superstition. 


WHO IS VIOLENT TO WHOM? 


It is interesting to note that Miss Greenberg 
goes on to say that, as a result of allowing 
such views to be heard, *“acts of violence and 
intimidation among students and others break 
out.” One wonders what acts of violence 
Miss Greenberg has in mind, and by whom 
and against whom? In our experience of univ- 
ersity life in Britain, all the violence on 
Campus is against ‘racists’ and by ‘anti- 
racists’. No person holding to the point of 
view that races are inherently different and 
should not therefore be integrated has the 
slightest interest in attempting to promote that 
point of view by ‘acts of violence’ against 
other races; indeed, such acts would obvious- 
ly prejudice against him those very people he 
seeks to convert. Those who do in fact have a 
definite interest in ‘acts of violence’ are those 
who have no answer to the ‘racist’ case in the 


way of reasoned argument and who employ 
‘acts of violence’ to speak for them where 
such argument fails. 

Interesting again is Miss Greenberg’s fear 
that *“damage...can be done by the protracted 
controversy before and after event.’’ Perhaps 
the lady is revealing here rather more than she 
intends. Perhaps what she is really afraid of is 
that a debate on race will start students 
thinking about the subject, instead of just 
indulging in the use of mindless epithets 
against those who want to talk about it. And 
of course that would be a very bad thing, 
would it not? 

In conclusion, we should thank the author 
of this little circular for giving us such a 
fascinating insight into the workings of the — 
‘anti-racist’ mind of the organisation that she 
represents. Her words are indeed instructive 
— but perhaps in ways that she ‘never 
intended when she wrote it. We know that the 
sort of people for whom she speaks are, as has 
been indicated, equally active in Britain and 
with an equal determination to remove from 
public enquiry the same sort of subject 
matter. We cannot say, after reading what she 
advocates, that we have not been forewarned. 
And of course to- be forewarned is to be fore- 
armed! 

Thank you, Miss Greenberg, for telling us 
where your people stand! 


WHAT WE THINK 


(Contd. from page 


sports altogether, in as much as they create 
‘inequality’ between winners and losers. 
Not least, there is the fact that only a tiny 
proportion of our male population ever under- 
goes any kind of military training, a process 
most certainly conducive to the development 
of manhood. It is of course different in most 
countries in Europe. We well remember a 
young fellow who occasionally came here 
from the Continent in the 1970s who 
belonged to our political persuasion. When 
we first met him we considered him 
somewhat effeminate and wondered if he was 
queer. Later he was obliged to do a spell in the 
armed forces of his country. When was saw 
him on his return he was hardly recognisable. 
The experience had made a man of him in 
every sense of the word. If only the same 
experience could be given to the legions of 


chinless wonders we have here in Britain! 

The decline in the manhood of a race also 
has a catastrophic by-product: it induces the 
womenfolk to turn to other races. And that is 
why believe that the assault on British 
manhood now proceeding at such a great pace 
today could have a deliberate design — a 
design that fits in with the increasingly prom- 
inent presentation, in TV dance shows and 
‘commercial’ adverts, of muscular and 
macho-type Blacks accompanied by admiring 
white females. 

No, the American lady tennis player may 
have riled us all, but we would ignore what 
she says at our peril. 


The climate of softness 


A considerable public outcry followed the 
ridiculously lenient jail sentences given to the 
two men convicted of rape during the Ealing 
Vicarage robbery — with even the Vicar 
himself, like most of his kind of ‘liberal’ 
disposition, feeling that the terms of impris- 


onment should have been much more severe. 

This has led to rumblings in the ranks of the 
Tory Party in favour of new legislation aimed 
at establishing stiffer mandatory sentences for 
rape and also giving the Crown or victims 
right of appeal against sentences on grounds 
of excessive leniency. 

All this may well be a step in the right 
direction, but in our opinion it does not get to 
the root of the problem. 

The root of the problem lies in the type of 
society and culture out of which have 
emerged the ‘wet’ judges and magistrates 
who preside over so many.of our courts of 
law. These men are mostly the products of a 
formal and higher education environment in 
which the values of softness are imbibed as 


Standard curriculum. 


The whole ethos governing the educated 
classes of Britain today is a basically soft 
ethos. This can only be altered by revolution- 
ary changes in the whole of our national inst- 
itutions and outlook. A few new laws will 
only be scratching at the problem. 


Find out about the British National Party 


Send 25p for information pack | 


To: 
P.O. BOX 446 
LONDON SE23 2LS 
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